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Hugh Reynolds Pomeroy 


Hugh Pomeroy was fast becoming a legend 
during his lifetime. This was not because he 
was a shadowy figure. Indeed, nearly every 
person in planning, both professional and lay- 
man. knew him, had seen him in action and 


heard him talk: Not shadow, but substance— 


yet still he had the makings of a legend. 


He was legendary because all roads in zoning 
seemed to lead eventually back to Hugh Pome- 
roy, to something he had said in a speech or at 
a zoning round table, or to something he had 
done, an ordinance he had prepared, a zoning 
suit he had pulled out of the fire. 


He was truly loved by planners. No man can 
be loved by everyone, certainly no man who was 
as frank and uncompromising in his ideals as 
Hugh Pomeroy. Those sharp operators who 
have been so neatly dissected and exposed by 
his mellifluous verbiage must have trembled 
when they heard his name. But among planners 
he inspired an affection that no other planner 
has ever inspired. 


It is difficult to write about Hugh Pomeroy 
without using superlatives. He was just about 
the most articulate person in planning. With 
five minutes notice, he could deliver an hour’s 
address that would be new, fresh, thoughtful. 
He loved to startle his audience with polysylla- 
bles. He would suddenly come out with a string 
of jawbreakers that would send even planners, 
not noted for monosyllabism, to the dictionary 
to find out what Hugh was talking about. 


He said that one of the highlights of his year 
was his annual appearance on the zoning round 
table at each Aspo National Planning Confer- 
ence. While he could hold his own, and better, 
in the most erudite planning conversation imag- 
inable, he was equally adept at explaining zoning 
to the amateurs and the citizens. He was an 
idealist, yet he was never other than realistic. 
He was able to talk to politicans and make 
them understand that he knew and respected 


politics. He was able to talk to developers. When 
he was through, the developers may not have 
agreed with him entirely, but they understood 


and respected the type of planning that he stood 
for. 


Hugh Pomeroy was not trained in law. Yet 
he was an outstanding instructor in the law of 
planning and zoning. He was an instructor of 
judges of the lower courts and of justices of the 
supreme courts, as well as of lawyers at the bar. 
In every case in which he appeared as an expert 
witness, counsel for both sides came away the 
wiser for his testimony. 


Hugh Pomeroy did not have a college degree, 
yet he became the senior professor of planning 
at Columbia University—a truly outstanding 
teacher of young planners. 


Hugh Pomeroy had no training as a planner. 
In fact, he once said that he could not qualify 
for any job on his own staff, except that of 
director. 


While he was best known recently for his 
pre-eminence in the field of zoning, Hugh Pom- 
eroy was equally able in all aspects of planning, 
in renewal and in housing. And he was at home 
at any level of planning: city, county, state, or 
region. 


It is difficult to write about Hugh Pomeroy 
objectively, one of the most difficult jobs I have 
ever had. It is not possible to measure the man 
accurately—we are all too close to him. This was 
perhaps his greatest virtue, his ability to give 
you, even on the slightest acquaintance, a feeling 
of warmth, of sympathy, a feeling that he under- 
stood you and was on your side. 


There are few people in any profession that 
can attain top rank in their own generation. 
There are even fewer who can qualify for the 
top among any generation. Hugh Pomeroy was 
one of these latter, truly a giant among us in 


planning. (DOH) 
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Readers Write 


The “Question and Comment” on 
subdivision improvement installation 
in the May Newsletter was of special 
interest to me. 

Experience has shown in our city 
that the small local builder would be 
put out of business if performance 
bonds were required. Through per- 
sonal contact, | found that bonding 
companies were not willing to bond 
the small builder due to the history 
of a large number of bankruptcies. 

In 1958, the Planning Board insti- 
tuted a new policy requiring a letter 


Area of Commercial Residentiz 


Center 
Medina County 
Brunswick 7.0 9.4 154 
Laurel 14.0 18.5 175 
Medina 10.4 ..7 97 
Portage County 
Maple Grove 1.5 13.1 s_ 45 
m 29 
Ravenna 6.0 6.1 104 
Streetsboro 14.0 4.2 136 
University 20.0 5.2 1 
Summit County 
Arlington 18.8 32.7 s_102 
m 680 
Coventry 11.6 16.1 10 
Eastgate 20.4 10.4 253 
Fairlawn 24.0 10.5 197 
32 
Lakemor 45.0 12.0 105 
Magic City 19.4 23.3 14 
Midway 19.4 t& | + 
Northfield 18.0 8.3 108 
Norton 18.5 4.0 132 
South 18.0 14.6 20 
State Road 28.0 24.5 188 
Stow - Kent 30.0 20.2 68 
Stow 2.0 3 314 
Wallhaven-Westgate 12.0 10.8 s 13 
Wooster-Hawkins & m 30 
Buchtel 15.0 3.9 200 
*640 acres — 1 square mile s>= 
70 


single-family dwellings m 


of intention to complete all improve- 
ments within a specified period of 
time. This letter is a “promise” by 
the developer and if he fails to live 
up to this agreement for any reason, 
he is required to obtain a perform- 
ance bond on any future subdivision. 

The following is a summary of the 
procedure used for subdivisions: 

1. Before issuance of a building permit, 
the following must be completed: approval 
of final plat (including bond to cover im- 
provements, or letter in lieu of bond); in- 
stallation of all granite bounds; streets 
brought to one foot below final grade. 

2. All house drains, storm sewers and 

sanitary sewers shall be in place within 90 
days of issuance of permit to serve house 
or houses. A minimum of 500 feet of 
storm drains and sanitary sewer mains shall 
be installed at one time. 
3. The following must be completed with- 
in one year of final approval: installation of 
water mains and service line to each lot 
before street is paved: installation of new 
granite curb: sanitary sewer mains and all 
connection to lot before street is paved, if 
required: street graded, approved, sub-base 
in, and paving; storm sewer system and 
house drains, if required. 

The Planning Board has authority to ex- 
tend time period for completion of improve- 
ments if developer can prove the need. 

During the past three years, we 
have approved five subdivisions un- 
der these conditions. So far, no de- 
veloper has reneged on his obliga- 
tions. It is quite true that this is not 
the best arrangement for the city 
since we could be burnt once by each 
local developer. But the developer 
realizes that, for all practical pur- 


poses, he will be out of business if he 


does not cooperate and keep in clog 
touch with his finances. 

It is important to clarify here tha 
a performance bond is required by 
ordinance but an exception is given 
to local developers with proven relj- 
ability. Out-of-town developers whog 
reputations are not known must post 
a performance bond. This arrange. 
ment places a great responsibility op 
the Planning Board to determine 
who is reliable and who is not. Some 
people may say this gives the Board 
too much discretion or power but the 
City Council had sufficient faith ip 
the integrity of the Planning Board 
to confer this power on it. 

Such an arrangement for subdivi- 
sion improvements would not work 
in all cities. It is the best solution in 
our city until a better one comes 
along. The main point is that Sub. 
division Regulations, as far as im 
provement installations are concem- 
ed, cannot be “modeled” after anoth- 
er city’s. The Planning Board mus 
sit down “at the bargaining table” 
with the developers, bankers, bond. 
ing companies, real estate dealers, 
etc., and come up with a set of pro- 
cedures which are fair to the small 
local developers who have proven re 
liable reputations. However, the se 
of procedures must also be fair to the 
principles of subdivision control as 
they affect the city. 

Robert E. Rosa, Planning Director 


Industria! Churches & Recreation Water Roads & 
Schools Open "Land 

2.0 8.0 -- 459.1 
2.0 0 - 420.8 
7.5 72.3 22.9 427.3 
21.2 2 514.5 
14 21.5 - 487.6 
ae 3.7 479.4 
12.3 3.4 ; 465. 3 
) ) 346.3 

™ 1 0 248.0 245.6 
20 320.4 

2 62 344.4 

5.6 1* 45 b 
119.3 - ac 287.8 
1.9 4 ° 512.6 
4.2 00.4 1 339.4 

2 19.2 456.7 
19.2 379.0 
- 48.8 10.2 340.5 
14.0 - 18.5 488.6 
3.6 12.3 20.7 276.5 
100. 2 4.1 19.4 270.2 
420.7 


= multi-family dwellings 


City of Woonsocket, R. |. 
Total ° 
Acres 
640.0 
640.0 
640.0 
640. 0 Adjacent table shows 
640.0 LAND USE OF SQUARE 
640. 0 MILE SURROUNDING 
= SHOPPING CENTERS in 
the Tri-County Region as 
2 of 1960. It appeared in 
640. 0 Shopping Habits, an eco 
soe nomic base report issued 
by the Tri-County Region 
640.0 > . hh Phe 
640.0 al Planning Commission, 
640. 0 Akron. Ohio. (See Plan 
magn ners Library.) 
640. 0 
640. 0 
640, 0 
640. 0 
640. 0 
640. 0 
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The Housing Act of 1961 opens 
new ways for planning and financing 
a variety of programs to help solve 
urban problems. 


Federal aid is now available to 
public bodies for acquisition of land 
to be used as permanent open space, 
providing the open-space land is im- 
portant to the execution of a compre- 
hensive plan for the urban area and 
a program of comprehensive plan- 
ning is being actively carried on. A 
total of $50 million in grants has 
been authorized for this program. A 
grant will normally not exceed 20 
per cent of the total cost of acquiring 
the title to, or other permanent in- 
terests in, the land but under certain 
conditions may be 30 per cent. 


New provisions increase the pres- 
ent authorization for urban planning 
grants from $20 million to $75 mil- 
lion and increase the federal contri- 
bution from one-half to two-thirds 
of the planning cost. 


Comprehensive planning for mass 
transportation is expressly made eli- 
gible under this program. Eligible 
agencies now include, in addition to 
certain “official” planning agencies 
doing metropolitan and regional plan- 
ning, other agencies where the Gov- 
ernor and the Hura Administrator 
agree that the special agencies are 
appropriately chosen for the planning 
work involved. The Administrator is 
authorized to provide technical as- 
sistance to states and local govern- 
ments and their agencies undertak- 
ing planning, and to make studies 
on related problems. The Act author- 
izes $25 million in grants to local 
public agencies for demonstration 
projects designed to contribute to 
the improvement of mass transporta- 
tion or the reduction of mass trans- 
portation needs. These grants may 
not exceed two-thirds of the project 
cost and may not be used for major 
capital improvements. In addition, a 
$50 million authorization is provided 
for loans to public bodies to provide 
for financing acquisition, construc- 
tion and improvement of transporta- 
tion facilities and equipment whether 








Congress Provides New Aid for Urban Programs in Housing, Open Space, Transportation 


operated by local public agencies or 
by private transportation companies. 
The transportation loan authority ex- 
pires December 31, 1962. Loans are 
available only if (1) a program for 
the development of a comprehensive 
mass transportation system is under 
way: and (2) the proposed facilities 
can reasonably be expected to be re- 
quired for such a system. 


The urban renewal grant authori- 
zation has been increased by $2 bil- 
lion (except that $25 million of this 
amount may be used for contracts for 
mass transportation demonstration 
projects as indicated above). The 
federal contribution is increased from 
two-thirds to three-fourths for any 
municipality having a population of 
50.000 or less (or 150,000 or less 
for a municipality in an economi- 
cally distressed area). The amount 


of the authorization available for 
non-residential projects is increased 
from 20 per cent to 30 per cent of 
the amount of grants authorized. 


Another provision gives a_ city 
credit for expenditures for land ac- 
quisition and clearance by hospitals 
near urban renewal areas in the same 
manner as such credit is now given 
for similar expenditures by colleges. 


The numerous new provisions of 
the 1961 Housing Act increase loan 
authorizations, liberalize the terms of 
financial assistance, and broaden the 
coverage. Among the programs af- 
fected are those for moderate ineome 
families, displaced families, housing 
for the elderly, public facility loans 
and publie works in planning. The 
new legislation provides opportunities 
never before possible for coordinated 
planning of community development. 


Miami Operates Under New Zoning Ordinance 


A new comprehensive zoning or- 
dinance recently went into effect in 
Miami, Florida. Passed after numer- 
ous hearings, the 16l-page ordinance 
is the fruition of six years of work. 
It changes the status of 30,700 par- 
cels of property. 


The ordinance is expected to re- 
duce considerably the number of vari- 
ances which took up half the time 
of the city commission at its meet- 
ings. In order to define more clearly 
the situations where variances are 
appropriate, seven requirements are 
specified which these situations must 
meet before the planning board is 
authorized to recommend a variance 
to the commission. A provision is 
included that variances shall not be 
an amendment to the zoning ordi- 
nance. 


Previous regulations on each of 
the more than 125,000 parcels of 
land are superseded by the new sta- 
tute. Miami’s original ordinance was 
passed in 1937 when the population 
of the city was 130,000; today’s 
population is 291,000. The change- 
over will be an orderly one with zon- 


ing inspectors required to notify 
property owners, within a year, if 
their property is nonconforming and 
what the effect is. 


One provision of the ordinance 
limits building height, based on the 
character of the area concerned. In 
the past, there was no height restric- 
tion on 70 per cent of the city’s 
structures. Another provision meas- 
ures performances of property as it 
sets standards for noise, smoke, dust, 
odor, glare and other such problems. 
Inspectors are given the authority to 
enforce these standards. 


To familiarize the public with the 
new zoning program prior to its 
adoption, the Planning Board held 
12 preliminary hearings and three 
final hearings. Also held were two 
special meetings with representatives 
of the planning board, the city com- 
mission and numerous civic groups 
participating in a discussion of the 
program. And a “Zoning Week” was 
proclaimed by the Mayor during 
which displays on the program were 
exhibited in the city’s Bayfront Park 
Auditorium (see photo below). 





| 





STATUS OF PLANNING: Statistics on 
planning in the recently published 
1961 Municipal Year Book show that 
nearly all (1,136 out of 1,180) U.S. 
cities with populations of over 10,000 
have official planning agencies. Only 
398 have a full-time, paid planning 
director. 


COMPUTER-DESIGNED PLANT: 
Among the data fed to a computer 
used by the Shell Oil Company to de- 
sign a chemical plant was informa- 
tion on air pollution limits and local 
zoning laws. 


The machine ran through 16,000 
possible plant designs in 16 hours 
and selected a design that will cost 
about half a million dollars less than 
the one which would have been built 
with a design turned out by engi- 
neers. 


Air-ConDITIONING: Air condition- 
ing will be metered and sold as a 
public utility in all buildings on the 
12-acre site of an urban renewal proj- 
ect in Hartford, Connecticut. They 
will receive cooling from the Hart- 
ford Gas Company just as they ob- 
tain water, gas, electricity and steam. 
The company is investing about $3 
millions for a central plant and two 
miles of steam and chilled water pipe- 
lines to establish the air-conditioning 
service to the downtown redevelop- 
ment project, known as Constitution 
Plaza. Such service will be provided 
initially for three office buildings, a 
hotel, a broadcasting facility and a 
shopping center: later, the service 
will probably be extended to the main 
office building and a number of build- 
ings operated by the Travelers In- 
surance Company of Hartford, spon- 
sor of the $35-million urban improve- 
ment. Hartford Gas eventually ex- 
pects to expand this service to other 
new or existing buildings. including 
high-rise apartment structures, in the 
area. 


72 


The New Hampshire Supreme Court 
recently ruled that the municipal sub- 
division control ordinance of the City 
of Manchester applied to a subdivi- 
sion approved prior to the enactment 
of the ordinance. 


The developer contended that the 
ordinance did not apply in his case 
because the plot plan had been ap- 
proved by the highway engineers 
before subdivision control went into 
effect, and had been registered with 
the register of deeds. and was there- 
for not subject to subdivision control 


New Hampshire Court Ruling on Subdivision Control 





with respect to the requirements for 
installation of street and utility im. 
provements and lot sizes. 


No work had been accomplished 
on the ground prior to the enactment 
of the ordinance. The planning board 
contended that the subdivision was 
merely a “paper plan” and as such 
would come under the provisions of 
the subdivision control ordinance, 
The court found that the position of 
the planning board was valid, and 
also upheld the constitutionality of 
the state law and the local ordinance, 


Planners to Leave for Study Tour in Russia 


At the request of the U.S. State 
Department. Aspo and the American 
Institute of Planners are co-sponsor- 
ing an exchange of experts with the 
Soviet government in the field of city 
planning and redevelopment in large 
urban areas. The U.S. delegation 
will go to the Soviet Union in late 
summer and the Soviet delegation 
will probably come to this country 
in October. 


The U.S. delegation includes pro- 
fessional planners nominated jointly 
by Aspo and Aip and planning com- 
missioners nominated by Aspo. There 
was a limitation of ten people in the 
delegation, of which at least one must 
be an interpreter. Nominees were 
required to finance their trip, which 
is estimated to cost approximately 
$2,000 for the 21-day tour. 


Since more than ten people were 
nominated, and accepted, the final 
choice was made by lot. A petition 


Transportation Study 
The Institute of Public Adminis- 


tration has been given a contract to 
make a comprehensive study of the 
problems of urban transportation in 
the U.S. and offer suggestions on 
how to solve them. Lyle Fitch, former 
city administrator of New York City, 
will direct the study. 


The findings will be submitted to 
Secretary of Commerce Luther H. 
Hodges and Housing Administrator 
Robert C. Weaver for their use in pre- 
paring recommendations for Presi- 
dent Kennedy, who requested the 
study. Among problems to be dis- 
cussed is the relationship of urban 
transportation plans to land use and 
community development. 


has been made to the State Depart 
ment for the initiation of a second 
exchange to take place in 1962, be. 
cause of the great interest. 


Members of the U.S. delegation 
are: David W. Craig, chairman, 
Pittsburgh City Planning Commis 
sion; Malcolm H. Dill, director, Bal- 
timore County Office of Planning and 
Zoning: William E. Finley, director, 
National Capital Planning Commis. 
sion; Victor Fischer, planning con- 
sultant, Anchorage; Aaron Levine, 
executive director, Philadelphia Citi- 
zens’ Council on City Planning; Sen- 
ator Kline L. Roberts, president, 
Franklin County Regional Planning 
Commission; Morton J. Schussheim, 
assistant administrator for plans and 
programs, HuFa; John D. Spaeth, 
director of planning, Seattle City 
Planning Commission; and Alan M. 
Voorhees, consultant, Washington, 


D.C. 


Planning Articles 


“Housing and the Ancient Civili 
zations,” a series of four articles by 
Louis A. Dernoi, in Habitat, Central 
Mortgage and Housing Corporation, 
Montreal Road, Ottawa, Canada. Re- 
prints available in English or French. 


“Nonresidential Urban Renewal in 
New York,” G. Graham Waite, in 
Buffalo Law Review, Winter 19 
issue, School of Law, University of 


Buffalo. 


“When Is Rapid Transit Economi- 
cally Justified?” E. L. Tennyson, it 
May 11 issue of Public Utilities Fort- 
nightly, 332 Pennsylvania Bldg. 
Washington 4, D.C. $1. 
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ASPO Sale Book 


4100 Governments. Robert C. Wood, 
Harvard University Press, Cambridge 
38. Mass. 1961. 267 pp. $5.75; $4.60 
to ASPO members. 

This is the final volume to be pub- 
lished in the nine-volume series of 
studies under the New York Metro- 
politan Region Study. It is probably 
the report that will be of most in- 
terest to planners outside the New 
York area. It is useful because it is 
a description of the political economy 
of a metropolitan area. It offers ob- 
servations and methodology applica- 
ble to other metropolitan areas in 
the United States. 

The principal analytic tool is a 
“factor analysis” of municipal ex- 
penditures which shows the correla- 
tion (or lack thereof) between indus- 
trialization, housing density, age of 
population, income level, etc., and ex- 
penditures, total and functional. The 
author identifies the essential differ- 
ences. including the forces that enter 
into decision-making, between the two 
systems that manage the political 
economy: L) the local governments, 
including the City of New York, and 
2) the regional enterprises, such as 
the Port of New York Authority. 

While Mr. Wood makes no hard- 
and-fast predictions, he sees little 
chance for metropolitan government 
in view of the strength and general 
adaptability of the existing govern- 
mental structure. He is to be praised 
for the readability of this report, es- 
pecially when one considers the enor- 
mous possibility for dullness in a 
book primarily devoted to the analy- 
sis of municipal finances. Highly 


recommended. (DOH) 


The discount offered to ASPO mem- 
bers is made possible through a spe- 
cial arrangement for quantity sales. 


Foreign Internships 


The Fulbright program of predoc- 
toral fellowships for study abroad 
during 1962/63 again offers the pos- 
sibility of internships at the head- 
quarters of international or national 
non-governmental societies for ad- 
ministration, local government, hous- 
ing and planning, combined with ad- 
vanced study at European universities. 

Twelve awards have previously 
been made to spend an academic year 
at the International Institute of Ad- 
ministrative Sciences (Brussels), the 
International Union of Local Au- 


Augus: 1961 


Higher Planning Expenditures, Larger Staffs Reported 


Aspo Planning Advisory Service 
Report No. 144, Expenditures, Staff, 
and Salaries of Local Planning Agen- 
cies, has been sent to all Aspo Plan- 
ning Advisory Service subscribers. 
This 1961 survey is the eighth in a 
series of such reports that have been 
issued since 1949. It includes infor- 


mation on more than 300 agencies. 

Two agencies report annual ex- 
penditures in excess of $1 million, 
four agencies report total staffs of 
more than 100 employees. The six 
planning agencies spending a_half- 
million dollars or more report the 
following information: 








End of 
Agency 
Fiscal Year 

New York City 6/60 
Los Angeles 6/60 
Los Angeles County 6/60 
Chicago 12/60 
Philadelphia 12/60 
Detroit 6/61 


The Maryland-National Capital 
Park and Planning Commission, a 
combined agency. reported expendi- 
tures of $600,000 for the fiscal year 
ending April 1961. 

Per capita expenditures for plan- 
ning varied widely, but followed the 
pattern of earlier years in that they 


Staff 


Total 
Expenditures Total Professional 
$ 1,381,200 184 109 
1,034,500 149 69 
900,300 123 OF 
777,900 107 72 
511,500 70 38 
506,200 74 


ol 





were generally higher for smaller 
jurisdictions. Median per capita ex- 
penditures were higher than re- 
ported last year, and median staff 
size had increased. In brief, the fol- 
lowing table shows changes based on 
only those agencies covered in both 
the 1960 and 1961 reports: 











Per Capita Increase over Last Year 
Jurisdiction Per Capita Size of 
Expenditures Expenditures Staff 
Cities $ 0.480 9% 7% 
Counties 308 14% 2% 
Combined Agencies 357 5% 5% 


In the 1961 report, expenditures 
are reported for 300 local planning 
agencies. The total budget for all 
agencies was $26,470,000 divided 
into $16.440.000 for city agencies, 
$5.911.100 for county agencies, and 
$4.119.300 for combined agencies. 

There was an increase in staff va- 
cancies over last year, 235 as com- 
pared with 196 in last year’s report. 
This verifies the increasing demand 
that has been apparent from Aspo’s 
Jobs in Planning listings. 

Salaries are still on the rise. with 
increases of $150 to $300 in the 


lower levels, and even greater in- 
creases in the director’s salaries. Out 
of the 300 reporting agencies, 135 
now report the director’s salary at 
$10,000 or greater. Twenty-four 
agencies report $15,000 or more. 
Five agencies pay $20,000 or more 
for the top man, with one agency 
having two positions in this range. 
Aspo Planning Advisory Service 
Information Report No. 144 con- 
tains a great deal of detailed infor- 
mation on budgets, salaries, and 
trends that will prove useful to plan- 
ning commissions and directors. 





thorities (The Hague), or the Inter- 
national Federation for Housing and 
Planning (The Hague). or national 
unions of municipalities in Norway, 
West Germany and Finland. The fel- 
lows have usually held an M.P.A., 
M.C.P., or equivalent; they need not 
be candidates for any degree. Some 
have been assistants to a city man- 
ager or on the staff of a planning 
agency. 

The fellowships pay transatlantic 


fare and subsistence only, with no 
allowance for dependents. Age limit: 
35. Deadline for applications: No- 
vember 1, 1961 for the academic 
year 1961/62. Forms are available 
from Information and Counselling 
Division, Institute of International 
Education, 800 Second Avenue, New 
York 17. Additional information may 
be obtained from Charles S. Ascher, 
Institute of Public Administration, 


684 Park Avenue, New York 21. 
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Some Lessons on Developing New Towns 


Some interesting comments on plan- 
ning for new towns are offered by 
George 5S. Gatter, San Francisco plan- 
ning consultant, in connection with 
a feasibility report and general de- 
velopment plan for a new town on 
the shores of San Francisco Bay 
(Brewer Island Today—Foster City 
Tomorrow; see Planners Library). 
The project is now moving into con- 
struction, starting with land fill. 

5 many different skills and 
backgrounds were employed in the 
conceptual stage. This is also true in 
the case of the British New Towns. | 
believe that a real New Town is too 
complex to be tackled by one man 
alone. 

“Another lesson to be learned is 
that. contrary to my own thesis of 
1951. a public subsidy is not required 
to build New Towns, unless you count 
tax favoritism as a subsidy. It is 
possible to raise money for utilities 
by offering tax-free bonds which ap- 
preciate about 30 per cent in addition 
to interest payments. Another fallacy 
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of the academic ‘Model Town’ studies 
is that only 50 per cent of the work- 
force can afford new housing. We 
have found that, barring unforeseen 
costs, it will be possible to house 85 
per cent of the work-force. It will be 
very interesting to see how many of 
them take up this opportunity to 
eliminate commuting. There is a cur- 
rent belief that people want to live 
apart from their place (town) of 
employment. They have never really 
had much choice. Now we shall see. 
“The idea of socially representa- 
tive neighborhoods, housing all kinds 
of families in close proximity, is also 
important departure from = standard 
practice in suburban development. 
“In terms of exploiting this rare 
opportunity for visual composition. 
the plan is to design the neighbor- 
hoods in toto, and make the design 
part of the covenants running with 
the land. This is going to be hard to 
sustain with developers who have 
been given blank checks even in ur- 
ban renewal areas, but at present it 
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is the plan. In order to integrate 
visual relationships in the border 
zones between developers, a design 
review committee will be set up. Each 
of the nine neighborhoods is designed 
as a self-contained superblock with 
a full range of dwelling types. Nego- 
tiations are already underway for de. 
velopment of the first hundred acres 
of industry by a major electronics 
firm. 

“I believe that the New Town ap. 
proach still affords the best available 
method of improving U.S. develop. 
ment standards. by offering environ. 
ments for good living which the build. 
ing industry cannot afford to ignore, 
In the present situation of housing 
shortage, there is no other built-in 
competition to spur the industry. 

“There are in process at least a 
dozen “New Towns’ in the West, some 
of which are unfortunately nothing 
more than super-subdivisions. But 
the trend is unmistakable, and many 
of our time-worn planning theories 
will now have a chance to be tested 
on a large scale.” 
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There is a tendency to think of zoning districts as areas 
devoted to a single use—all single-family residences in a 
single-family district, all factories in the industrial district, 
and so on. The facts are that nearly every district is a 
hodgepodge of all uses. 

The chart above, taken from a comprehensive plan report 
for Paramount, California, prepared by Gordon and Brysis 
Whitnall, graphically illustrates the conglomeration of uses 
that show up in every zoning district classification. The 
chart shows the exact breakdown to uses existing in each 
of the various zone areas established under the existing 
zoning ordinance. 

Of the nine zones, five show that the dominant use in 
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each is actually those first permitted in that zone: the five 
are the R-1, C-2, C-3, M-1 and M-2 zones. The remaining 
jour zones have a dominant use other than those for which 
the zone was created. The extent to which nonconforming 
uses intrude into the several zones is shown proportion- 
ately by the small hanging graphs appended to each of the 
zones shown in the bar at the top. 

The term “nonconforming,” as here used, includes not 
only those uses prohibited in each indicated zone under 
the terms of the present ordinance but also includes those 
uses which, although permitted, are first allowed in some 
lighter zone. 

(For title of this report, see Planners Library.) 
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Question and Comment: Spot Zoning 


—_ 





What is a “spot zone”? What legislative techniques have been implemented 
as deterrents to spot zoning? What about writing size limitations on rezoned 


areas into the zoning ordinance? 


As in the case of so many other 
zoning terms, there is no universal 
agreement on the meaning of “spot 
zoning.” For most purposes, an ade- 
quate definition is the one given a 
number of years ago by Chief Jus- 
tice Maltbie of the Supreme Court 
of Errors of Connecticut. He referred 
to “spot zoning” as a zoning provi- 
sion or change that affects only “a 
particular piece of property or a 
small group of adjoining properties 
and is not related to the general 
plan for the community as a whole.” 


You will notice that this definition 
has two elements: (1) the small size 
of the area affected, and (2) the 
lack of relation to a general plan. In 
certain types of situations, of course, 
the two elements coincide nicely. 
Thus, when a court strikes down 
commercial rezoning of one lot in 
the middle of a vast residence zone, 
we have no trouble understanding 
its explanation that the rezoning was 
“spot zoning.” 


The difficulty with the definition— 
and with the concept of “spot zon- 
ing’—springs from the fact that in 
some instances the two elements don’t 
coincide. Departures from tradition- 
al zoning, in favor of more particu- 
larized land use controls, increase 
the number of such instances. The 
courts (at least some of them) recog- 
nize quite as well as planners that 
the elements may not coincide. To 


quote Chief Justice Maltbie: 


This is not to say that the zoning of a 
community as a whole may not reasonably 
require that a small area, even a single 
property, may be designated for a particu- 
lar use, if by so doing the good of the 
community as a whole is served. The evil 
of “spot zoning” lies in the faet that a 
particular property or small area is re- 
garded alone, and where that is done it 
is almost inevitable that the basis is not 
the service of the general good of the com- 
munity but benefit or profit to the particu- 
lar owner. It is because zoning necessarily 
involves a comprehensive plan for the 
community as a whole, and regards not 
only actual but potential uses that zoning 
is immediately related to, and is in fact 
i handmaiden of, city planning. 


Faced with this problem, some 
courts seem to leave out the second 
element of the definition: they refer 
'o any zoning change that affects a 
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small area as “spot zoning.” For 
them, of course, spot zoning may or 
may not be proper depending on the 
facts of the case. This use of the 
term is not too common. And since 
it causes additional confusion, we 
think the best course is to disregard 
it. 

More commonly, after a judge or 
writer has concluded that it may 
sometimes be proper to zone a small 
area differently from adjoining prop- 
erty. he emphasizes the second ele- 
ment in the definition. This leads to 
statements that the rezoning of 50 
acres may still be invalid as “spot 
zoning.” In other words, “spot zon- 
ing” becomes a shorthand method 
of describing the court’s legal con- 
clusion: that the rezoning is invalid 
when considered in relation to the 
zoning of nearby property and in 
terms of the statutory objectives of 
zoning or the constitutional objee- 
tives of the police power. Once this 
has happened, it is probably better 
to stop talking about “spot zoning” 
altogether. Whenever the situation 
permits, it seems better to say in- 
stead that rezoning is invalid because 
it is not “in accordance with a com- 
prehensive plan.” Of course. this 
statement is none too clear either, 
since there is no universal agreement 
on what a “comprehensive plan” is. 
Nevertheless, it does seem to be a 
step closer to saying what we mean. 

This analysis suggests the diff- 
culty of trying to limit or prevent 
“spot zoning” through any sort of 
quantitative limitations written into 
an ordinance or statute. For exam- 
ple. you ask about minimum size 
limitations. such as those described 
in Amending the Zoning Ordinance, 
Aspo Planning Advisory Service In- 
formation Report No. 115. Even if 
these limitations are valid, they seem 
unlikely to be very effective, since 
they must be so small in order to 
permit the rezoning of small areas 
when circumstances make it proper. 
More important, their effectiveness 
seems to be limited in another way: 
they attack the problem from the 
standpoint of the small area involved 
instead of from the much more im- 
portant standpoint of compliance with 


an overall plan. They may provide 
an easy way to deny one-lot zone 
changes, but they do not help with 
the three-lot or ten-acre changes 
which can be equally improper for 


the same reasons. 


The real problem, it seems, is to 
assure that the public interest, as rep- 
resented in an overall plan, is ade- 
quately considered at the time of eval- 
uation of proposed zoning changes. 
When a property owner applies for 
rezoning, he is often able to present 
his position so effectively that the 
public interest seems clearly over- 
balanced. A number of methods 
might be used in an effort to redress 
the balance. For exampie, intent 
statements explaining the basis for 
the ordinance may prove helpful 
when later changes are considered— 
especially if the statements are con- 
crete enough to satisfy even the leg- 
islator who is allergic to planners’ 
jargon. 


By the same token, intent state- 
ments explaining in some detail the 
basis for the mapped boundaries 
might make good sense. We do not 
know of any community that uses 
such statements, and of course plan- 
ning department reports often ex- 
plain the basis of zoning. Still, an 
explanation of the reasoning behind 
particular boundary locations might 
be helpful. And having the state- 
ments included in the ocinance it- 
self—and thus approved by the leg- 
islative body when the ordinance is 
adopted—might add weight to them 
in the minds of future legislators. 
On the other hand, preparation of 
such statements would be an enor- 
mous job, particularly in a large 
community. And you would have to 
consult your attorney to see whether 
he would regard such statements as 
an advantage or a disadvantage in 
case of litigation. 


As an alternative to explaining the 
basis for particular boundaries, you 
might prepare for public distribu- 
tion a series of general mapping 
rules. In this connection, see Zoning 
Districts, Aspo Planning Advisory 
Service Information Report No. 136. 
In any event, you could set up gen- 
eral guides for the evaluation of 
amendments. such as the Clarkstown 
standards discussed in Information 
Report No. 115. 


(Summary of the reply of AsPo’s 


Planning Advisory Service to an in- 
quiry from a subscriber.) 
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FrRaNK D. CLARKE has been ap- 
pointed assistant administrator, pro- 
gram for community improvement, 
of the Housing and Home Finance 
Agency. He formerly headed the 
Clarke Hook Corporation, an invest- 
ment and realty holding company in 


Washington. D.C. 


Davin P. Foce, of the division of 
planning and zoning. Kentucky De- 
partment of Economic Development, 
is taking a six-month leave of ab- 
sence from his position as director 
of the central Kentucky area to serve 
as an industrial zoning specialist and 
consultant to the Chilean government 
in Santiago. The division staff gave 
him an Aspo membership as a going- 
away gift so that he can keep up with 
stateside news. 


A five-year series of lectures on 
city planning. to be known as the 
“Adriano Olivetti Lectures on En- 
vironment.” has been established at 
the University of California as a 
memorial to the late ADRIANO OLI- 
VETTI (see the April 1960 Newslet- 
ter). The first lecture was given by 
Sven Markelius. noted Swedish archi- 
tect and city planner. After Olivetti’s 
death. a group of his American 
friends and admirers formed a com- 
mittee to sponsor the lecture series 
and an annual scholarship to enable 
an Italian student to do graduate 
work in architecture. industrial de- 
sign or planning in the U.S. The 
committee has raised $20,000 for this 


purpose. 


job changes 


Alaska State Housing Authority, 
Anchorage: Joun W. AULT, now 
community planner. formerly plan- 
ning director. Anchorage; F. A. 
DaIGLE, now urban renewal planner, 
formerly urban renewal administra- 
tor. Peoria. Illinois. 


Anaheim (California) City Plan- 
ning Commission: Martin Kreipt, 


now senior planner, formerly plan- 
ning technician with the Commission; 
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Hucu R. Pomeroy, Commissioner of Planning for 
Westchester County, New York, suffered a heart at- 
tack at his home on July 1 and died in an ambulance 
on the way to a hospital. He was 62. Mr. Pomeroy 
went to Westchester as director of planning in 1946, 
after a varied career in which he was in the Cali- 
fornia legislature. director of the Los Angeles County 
Regional Planning Commission. director of the Vir- 
ginia State Planning Board, and executive director of 
the National Association of Housing Officials. He 
wrote the first county zoning ordinance in the U.S. 
as well as numerous other ordinances, state legislation, 
and articles relating to planning and zoning. He was 
adjunct professor of planning at Columbia University 
and lectured at other schools. He was called upon as 


an expert witness in court cases on zoning all over the country. Mr. Pomeroy 
was chief of field service for Aspo from 1937 to 1939 and served as an Aspo 
director in the early 1940's. (See Editorial.) 





ALLAN SHOFF, now senior planner, 
formerly planning technician with the 
Commission: WILLIAM E. WANKET, 
now planning technician. formerly 
planner. city planning division. Uni- 
versity of Arkansas. 


Joun D. Boran, now executive di- 
rector. Action Council of the Pough- 
keepsie Area. Inc.. Poughkeepsie, 
New York: formerly with the Che- 
mung County Planning Board. EI- 
mira. New York. 


Gene E. GOLDEN. now executive 
director. Lackawanna County Plan- 
ning Commission. Scranton, Penn- 
sylvania: formerly assistant director, 
Scranton Redevelopment Authority. 


FRANK A. KIRK, now regional di- 
rector for Southern Illinois, Division 
of Industrial Planning and Develop- 
ment, State of Illinois: formerly as- 
sistant professor, Community Devel- 
opment Institute. Southern Illinois 
University. 


ALFRED MILLER, now planner, Cal- 
gary District Planning Commission, 
Calgary. Alberta. Canada: formerly 
with Strong. Lamb & Nelson. Ltd. 


Ken W. Minto. now planner I, 
Saginaw (Mich.) Planning Depart- 
ment: formerly student. Michigan 
State University. 


H. Peter OpecaRD, now planning 
director, Bloomington, Minnesota; 
formerly associate planning director, 
Rockford (Illinois) City-County Plan- 


ning Commission. 


BERNARD PARULESKI, now planning 
assistant. Green Pay (Wisconsin) 
City Planning Commission; formerly 


senior planner, Midwest Planning & 
Research, Inc., Minneapolis. 


WILLIAM PHELPs, now planning 
director, Arcadia, California; for. 
merly principal planner, Phoenix, 
Arizona. 


Jack SUTER, now assistant planner, 
A'len County Plan Commission, Fort 
Wayne, Ind.; formerly student. Michi- 
gan State University. 


Arons M. Tavares, JR., now busi- 
ness administrator. Township of Clark, 
Union County, N. J.: formerly diree- 
tor. Auburn (Me.) Development De- 
partment. 


PauL W. Van CLeve, now has his 
own consulting firm, Van Cleve As- 
sociates, in Phoenix: formerly chief 
land planner, Arizona-Utah-Wyom- 
ing. Federal Housing Administra- 
tion. Phoenix. 


Joun A. WARE, now director of 
planning, Muniz-Nunez, Sargent, 
Webster, Crenshaw and Folley, San- 
turce, Puerto Rico; formerly senior 
planner, Wichita-Sedgwick County 
(Kansas) Metropolitan Planning De- 
partment. 


West Covina (California) City Plan- 
ning Commission: Rupy FIGUEROA, 
now planning draftsman, formerly 
architectural tracer, Los Angeles 
County Regional Planning Commis 
sion: WILLIAM Rapic, now planning 
assistant, formerly planning drafts- 
man in the Commission. 


DoucLas A. YANGGEN, associale 
planner, Kentucky Division of Plan- 
ning and Zoning, Frankfort ; formerly 
research associate, Wisconsin Depart- 
ment of Resource Development. 
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The Hollywood Plan. Neno Spag- 
na. Public Information Secretary, Ad- 
ministrative Center. Hollywood. Fla. 
1960. 42 pp. $1.50. 

This is almost a “do-it-yourself” 
handbook for making parking and 
trafic surveys in small cities. The 
procedures are standardized and sim- 
plified. It should prove valuable to 
city managers. city engineers. single- 
man planning staffs, Jaycees and 
others in small cities who are in- 
terested in understanding their prob- 
lems, but are overawed by the costs 
of modern traffic survey super-proj- 


ects. (DOH ) 


Lettering on Buildings. Nicolete 
Gray. Reinhold Publishing Corp., 
New York City. 1960. 191 pp. $7.50. 

Tracing the development of count- 
less lettering styles, this profusely il- 
lustrated book demonstrates how the 
minor art of lettering can be suc- 
cessfully integrated into building de- 
sign. It’s of special interest to the 
architect and civic designer. (JK) 


Population Control. (“Law and 
Contemporary Problems,” Summer, 
1960.) Duke University School of 
Law. Duke Station, Durham. N.C. 
$2.50. 

A collection of first-rate articles on 
the history, implications, and legal 
aspects of population control—or the 
lack of it. The future of civilization 
depends on our ability to handle this 


very difficult problem. (DOH) 


Traffic Characteristics at Regional 
Shopping Centers. Donald E. Cleve- 
land and Edward A. Mueller. Bu- 
teau of Highway Traffic, Strathcona 
Hall. Yale University, New Haven, 
Conn. 1961. 

While this study does not pretend 
\o offer pat solutions to the traffic and 
parking problem at regional shop- 
ping centers, it does present a great 
deal of information that will be use- 
ful for solving the problem. The re- 
port is a summary of a large number 
of studies that have been conducted 
over a period of six years at 14 re- 


gional centers. (DOH) 
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Automatic Data Processing: Its 
Application to Urban Planning. 
Edited by Richard D. Duke. Insti- 
tute for Community Development and 
Services, Michigan State University, 
East Lansing. 1961. 114 pp. $2. 

Written especially for planners, this 
book goes a long way toward provid- 
ing an introduction of the mysteries 
of automatic data processing. It grew 
out of a seminar held with the aid 
of a grant from the Sears Founda- 
tion. Each contributor discusses not 
only the fundamentals of this sub- 
ject, but seeks to acquaint planners 
with the potential of these techniques 
for planning research. 

Punched-card equipment. the elec- 
tronic computer, and data retrieval 
procedures are described first, then 
the application of automatic data 
processing to transportation research, 
the use of a computer to develop 
more revealing knowledge of a com- 
munity’s economic structure, and the 
use of punched-card techniques for 
planning inventory studies. A bibli- 
ography especially compiled for use 
by planners is included. Recommend- 


ed. (JP) 


Housing and Economic Progress. 
Lloyd Rodwin. Published for The 
Joint Center for Urban Studies by 
Harvard University Press and the 
Technology Press of the Massachu- 
setts Institute of Technology. Cam- 
bridge, Mass. 1961. 228 pp. $7.50. 

Progress generates problems. Us- 
ing Boston as the study area, the 
author traces the housing difficulties 
and ecological dispersion of middle- 
income families for the past 75 years. 
His main thesis: most housing prob- 
lems stem from rising family income, 
coupled with inadequacies in the 
mechanism for supplying housing. 

The study is a useful addition to 
the field of urban ecology, contain- 
ing still another critique of Hoyt’s 
sector theory with a sideswipe at the 
antiquated concentric circle theory. 


(JK) 








































Existing Land Use: Master Plan 
Series, Vol. II. Warren Planning 
Commission, 29500 Van Dyke Ave., 
Warren, Mich. 1961. 

If awards were given for clarity, 
usefulness and attractive presentation 
of land use reports, this would un- 
doubtedly win all of them. It also 
includes an excellent presentation of 
method: it could be used as a text- 
book. Finally, it is apparently the 
first complete land use report to use 
the land use classification system de- 
vised by the planners of the south- 
eastern Michigan region, a classifica- 
tion scheduled for early publication 


by Aspo. (DOH) 


Industrial Districts Restudied: 
An Analysis of Characteristics. 
Robert E. Boley. Urban Land Insti- 
tute, 1200 18th St., N.W., Washing- 
ton 6, D. C. 1961. 77 pp. $5. 

This book analyzes 272 industrial 
districts in the United States and 
Canada. It contains a great deal of 
useful information, e.g., the average 
percentage of site area covered for 
all types of buildings was 10.4 while 
it was only 6.5 for manufacturing 
buildings. Highly recommended. 
(DOH) 


New Approaches to Residential 
Land Development. Urban Land In- 
stitute, 1200 18th St., N.W., Wash- 
ington 6, D. C. 1961. 151 pp. $6. 

Here, in one volume, is a grab bag 
of new concepts and schemes relating 
to the subdivision of land for residen- 
tial purposes. Included are designs 
of planned unit developments, cluster 
subdivisions, town house groups, mis- 
cellaneous innovations, and examples 
of new kinds of zoning and subdi- 
vision regulations. 

The book requires concentrated 
study because the reader must sup- 
ply a certain amount of criticism on 
his own. Nevertheless, many of the 
plans presented are of significance 
and may well point the way toward 
needed refinements in residential sub- 


divisions. (JKR) 
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Administration 


Government in Granite City: A Reor- 
ganization and Operations Study. Metro- 
politan Affairs Program, Southern Illinois 
University, Southwestern Illinois Campus, 
Edwardsville. 1961. 218 pp. $1.25. 


Local Assistance Program. York County 
Planning Commission, 32 W. King St., 
York, Pa. 1961. 


Air Pollution 


Atmospheric Emissions from Petroleum 
Refineries: A Guide for Measurement and 
Control. Division of Air Pollution, Pub- 
lic Health Service, Department of Health, 
Education, and Welfare. Available from 
Superintendent of Documents, U. S. Gov- 
ernment Printing Office, Washington 25, 
D.C. 1960. 


National Goals in Air Pollution Re- 
search. Public Health Service Pub. No. 
804. U.S. Department of Health, Education 
ind Welfare, Washington 25, D. C. 1960. 


Progress Report, 1958-1960. Florida 
Air Pollution Control Commission. State 
Board of Health, Bureau of Sanitary Engi- 
neering, P. O. Box 210, 1217 Pearl St., 
Jacksonville 1. 1961. 


Annexation 


Annexation: One Solution for Metro- 
politan Growth Problems. Wichita-Sedg- 
wick County Metropolitan Area Planning 
Department, 104 S. Main St., Wichita, Kan. 
1959. 51 pp. $1. 


Annexation: Open Door to Community 
Services. City Planning Department, City 
Hall, Merced, Calif. 1961. 


One Wichita: Growth Program for the 
1960’s. Wichita-Sedgwick County Metro- 
politan Area Planning Department, 104 
S. Main St.. Wichita 2, Kans. 1960. $1. 


Annual Reports 


Beaver County, Pa.: Fifteenth Annual 
Report, 1960. Planning and Zoning Com- 
mission, Court House, Beaver. 


Bergen County, N. J.: 1960 Annual Re- 
port of Progress. Planning Board, 47 
Essex St., Hackensack. 


Berks County, Pa.: Tomorrow Begins 
Today. County Planning Commission, 
Court House, Reading. 1961. 


Bucks County, Pa.: 1960 Annual Re- 
port. County Planning Commission, Coun- 
ty Administration Bldg., Doylestown. 


Dayton, Ohio: Planning Reporter, 
1960. City Plan Board, Municipal Bldg., 
Third and Ludlow, Dayton. 


Erie County, Pa.: Annual Report 1960; 
Highway Classification and Improvements. 
1961. Erie County Planning Commission, 
Court House, Erie. 


Fox Valley, Wisc.: Annual Report to 
the Regional Planning Commission. Ken- 
neth L. Schellie & Associates, 1307 N. 
Summit St., Appleton. 1960. 
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Economic Planning for Better 
Schools. Professor Benjamin Hand- 
ler. A Department of Architecture 
research publication of the College 
of Architecture and Design, The 
University of Michigan, Ann Arbor. 
1960. 107 pp. $5. 

This book brings together the 
special problem of school plant plan- 
ning with comprehensive planning 
in general. It examines factors that 
determine the useful life of school 
buildings, the kinds of cities and 
regions that will need additional 
schools, and economical design that 
will meet the educational objectives 
of the community. There is also an 
analysis of capital budgeting as a 
method for school planning. 

Planners will welcome the author’s 
plea that school administrators do 
away with their well-guarded_pri- 
vacy from other public fiscal au- 
thorities. The increasing sharp com- 
petition for the tax dollar among 
school authorities and other public 
officials demands cooperative capital 
budgeting on the part of both. (JP) 


Monorails. Hermann S. D. Bot- 
zow. Jr. Simmons-Boardman Pub- 
lishing Corp. 30 Church St., New 
York 7. 1960. 104 pp. $3.95. 

Monorail buffs will receive this 
book with enthusiasm. Technical and 
economic considerations are reviewed 
and the characteristics of this form 
of transportation are described. A 
chronicle of existing monorail sys- 
tems is included along with a sum- 
mary of recent proposals. 

A question that remains unan- 
swered is whether the public, already 
automobile oriented, will accept the 
monorail as anything more than a 
novelty since its essential features do 
not represent a radical departure 
from conventional rail transporta- 


tion. (JKR) 


Brookhill...A Residential Mo- 
bilehome Development. Mobilehome 
Dealers Associaton, 39 S. La Salle 
St., Chicago 3, Ill. 1960. 34 pp. $100. 

Primarily written for mobilehome 
dealers, this manual discusses the 
construction, operation and costs in 
the development of a residential mo- 
bilehome park. Brookhill, a hypo- 
thetical mobilehome community (not 
a trailer park), has been designed 
to meet the new market of “home” 
buyers and compares with the sta- 
tionary home development. (JP) 





Franklin County, Ohio: Annual Repon 
1960. Regional Planning Commission, 514 
S. High St., Columbus 15. 


Glendale, Calif.: Progress. Planning 
Division, 109 N. Glendale Ave., Glendale, 
1959-1960. 


Hawaii: State Planning in Hawaii, 1957. 
1961. Hawaii: State and County Planning 
During 1960. Department of Planning 
and Research, 195 S. King St., Honolulu 
13. 

Honolulu, Hawaii: 1960 Annual Report, 


Redevelopment Agency, City and County 
of Honolulu, Honolulu Hale, Honolulu. 


Ithaca, N. Y.: Annual Report. Greater 
Ithaca Regional Planning Board, 330 E, 
State St., Ithaca. 1960. 


Kern County, Calif.: Annual Report. 
Kern County Planning Commission, 1103 
Golden State Highway, Bakersfield, Calif. 
1959-1960. 


Lake County, Ill.: 1960 Annual Report. 
Lake County Regional Planning Commis. 
sion, 228 N. Genesee, Waukegan, Ill. 1961, 


Little Rock, Ark.: 1960 Annual Re. 
port. Traffic and Planning Departments, 
City Hall, Little Rock. 


Lorain County, Ohio: 1960 Annual Re- 
port. Regional Planning Commission, 30- 
32 Turner Block, Court St., Elyria. 


Mahoning County, Ohio: Annual Re- 
port 1960. Planning Commission, County 
Office Bldg., 21 W. Boardman St., Youngs- 
town 3. 


Middlesex County, N. J.: Annual Re- 
port 1960. County Planning Board, 97 
Bayard St., New Brunswick. 1961. 


Milwaukee, Wisc.: Board of Public Land 
Commissioners’ Annual Review, 1960. City 
Plan Commission, 155 E. Kilbourn Ave., 
Milwaukee 2. 


Minneapolis, Minn.: Annual Report 
1960. City Planning Commission, 501 City 
Hall, Minneapolis 15. 


Multnomah County, Ore.: Planning 
Progress, 1954-1960. Planning Commis- 
sion, County Court House, Portland. 


New Orleans, La.: Annual Report. City 
Planning Commission, City Hall, New 
Orleans 12. 1950-1960. $2.00. 


New York City: Planning Progress. 
Department of City Planning, City Plan- 
ning Commission. 1960. 


Northeastern Illinois: | Metropolitan 
Area Planning Commission: Annual Re- 
port. 72 W. Adams St., Chicago 3. 1960. 


Norwalk, Conn.: Planning Progress, 
1959-1960. City Planning Commission, 
Veterans Memorial Park, Norwalk, Conn. 

Oakland, Calif.: Annual Report, 1960. 
City Planning Commission, City Hall, Oak- 
land 12. 

Orange County, Calif.: Planning, 1960. 


Orange County Planning Commission, 118 
W. Sth St., Santa Ana. 


Philadelphia, Pa.: Annual Report, 1959. 
Annual Report 1960. City Planning Com- 
mission, Penn Square Bldg.. Philadelphia 


i. 


ASPO Newsletter 


Phil 
Philad 
Broad 
Pitts 
City I 
City F 
Por 
1959. 


Pro 
dence. 
(gene 


Pro 
City 
dence 


Pur 
tion, 

Meml 
3701 

Riv 
1930- 
House 


Ro. 
Roan 
Muni 


Sa 
devel 
Ave ° 

Sa 
port, 
ning 
City. 

So 
port. 
trati¢ 

Sr 
miss 
Lom 


St 


ress. 


Lou 


1964 


Stoc 
Lan 


Ann 
Cou 
part 


Rey 
of ¢ 
Wir 








Repon 
on, 514 


lanning 
endale, 


i, 1957. 
lanning 
lanning 
onolulu 


Report. 
County 
ulu. 


Greater 


330 E, 


te port. 
n, 1103 
, Calif. 


Report. 
ommis- 


1. 1961. 
ial Re- 


‘tments, 


ual Re. 
ion, 30- 


ial Re- 
County 
Y oungs- 


ual Re- 


ard, 97 


ic Land 
0. City 
n Ave., 


Report 
01 City 


lanning 
“ommis- 


rt. City 
l, New 


rogress. 


y Plan- 


»politan 
ial Re- 


1960. 


rogress, 
mission, 
, Conn. 


+, 1960. 
ll, Oak- 


x, 1960. 
on, 118 


t, 1959. 
« Com- 
idelphia 


ysletter 





Philadelphia, Pa.: Spring of Hope. Old 


Philadelphia Development Corp., 211 S. 
Broad St., Philadelphia 7. 1960. 


Pittsburgh, Pa.: Annual Report 1960. 
City Planning Commission, Department of 
City Planning, 200 Ross St., Pittsburgh. 


Portsmouth, N. H.: Annual Report. 
1959. City Manager’s Office, Portsmouth. 


Providence, R. I.: Rebuilding Provi- 
dence, 1959. Providence Redevelopment 
(gency, City Hall, Providence. 


Providence, R. I.: 1960 Annual Report. 
City Plan Commission, City Hall, Provi- 
dence 3. 


Purdue Calumet Development Founda- 
tion, Ind.: 1960 Progress Report to the 


Membership. Development Foundation, 
3701 Main St., East Chicago, Ind. 1961. 
Riverside County, Calif.: Planning. 


1930-1960. Planning Commission, Court 
House, Riverside. 


Roanoke, Va.: Plans and Prospects. 
Roanoke Department of City Planning, 
Municipal Building, Roanoke. 1960. 


San Francisco: 1960. San Francisco Re- 
development Agency, 525 Golden Gate 
\ve.. San Francisco. 


San Mateo County, Calif.: Annual Re- 
port, 1959-1960. San Mateo County Plan- 
ning Commission, Courthouse, Redwood 
City. 


Somerset County, N. J.: 6th Annual Re- 
port. Planning Board, County Adminis- 
tration Bldg., Somerville. 1960. 


Spokane County, Wash.: Planning Com- 
mission Report for 1960. County Planning 
Commission, Spokane. 


Stark County, Ohio: Planning Prog- 
ress. Regional Planning Commission, 624 
County Office Bldg., Canton 2. 1960. 


Stockton, Calif.: Planning Progress, 
1990. City Planning Department, City Hall, 
Stockton. 


Washington, D. C.: Redevelopment 
Land Agency, Washington, D. C. 1960. 


Wichita - Sedgwick County, 
Annual Report, 1959. Wichita-Sedgwick 
County Metropolitan Area Planning De- 
partment, 104 So. Main St.. Wichita 2. 


Kansas: 


Winnipeg, Man., Canada: 1959 Annual 
Report. Metropolitan Planning Commission 
of Greater Winnipeg, 213 Notre Dame Ave.. 
Vinnipeg. 


Bibliographies 


A Guide to Planning Literature: 2nd 
edition, revised and enlarged. Department 
of City and Regional Planning, College of 
Architecture, Cornell University, Ithaca, 
NY. 1961. 35 pp. $1. 

A useful little guide to organizations and 
periodicals in the planning field. 


Planning and Housing, 1960. “Munic- 
ipal Reference Library Notes.” Vol. 34. 
No. 30, Dec. 1960, and Vol. 35, Nos. 1-4. 
Jan.-Apr. 1961. New York Public Library, 
-Y. $.25 per number. 


August 1961 


Planning Research. Town Planning 
Institute, 18 Ashley Place, London SW 1, 
Eng. 1961. 158 pp. 20s, post free. 

An annotated register of planning re- 
search in Great Britain since 1948. Most 
of the research is available in publications, 
but some studies are still in progress. A 
competently prepared listing. 


Campus Planning 


University of Wisconsin. Final Report 
on Site Study for U. of W. Center in Man- 
itowoc County. Progress Report on Site 
Study for U. of W. Center. 1969. Mani- 
towoc County Planning and Park Commis- 
sion, Waldo Blvd., Manitowoc. 


Capital Programs 


Capital Improvement Programs: Plan- 
ning—Key to Fiscal Control and Econ- 
omy? University of Washington Bureau of 
Governmental Research and Services. Avail- 
able from U. of Washington Press, Seattle 
5. 1960. 41 pp. 


Manual on Capital Budgeting. Publi- 
cation #308, Tennessee State Planning 
Commission, CI-118 Cordell Hull Bldg., 
Nashville 3. 1960. 63 pp. $1. 


Ann Arbor, Mich.: Capital Improve- 
ments Program. City Planning Depart- 
ment, 309 E. Washington St., Ann Arbor. 
1961. 


Baltimore County, Md.: Capital Bud- 
get and 5-Year Capital Program. Balti- 
more County Office of Planning and Zon- 
ing, New County Office Bldg., Towson 4, 
Md. 1960. 


Chicago: Joint Capital Improvements 
Program for Chicago, 1961-1965. Depart- 
ment of City Planning, City Hall, Chicago 


<. 


Des Moines, Iowa: Public Improvements 
Program, 1962-1967. Plan Report No. 7-A. 
City Plan and Zoning Commission, Des 
Moines. 1961. 


Maryland: 1962 Fiscal Year Capital 
Budget; Capital Improvements Authorized 
by General Assembly 1947 Through 1960. 
Planning Department, State Office Bldg.. 
301 W. Preston St., Baltimore 1. 1960. 


Milwaukee, Wisc.: Statement of Expen- 
ditures and Summary of Current Projects. 
City Comptroller, City Hall, Milwaukee 2. 
1961. 


Pawtucket, R. I.: Recommended Capital 
Program, 1962-1966. City Planning Com- 
mission, City Hall, Pawtucket. 1961. 


Philadelphia: Analysis of Proposed 1961 
Capital Budget and 1961-1966 Capital Pro- 
gram. Citizens’ Council on City Planning, 
1717 Sansom St., Philadelphia 3. 1960. 
$2. 


Philadelphia, Pa.: 
1961-1966. City 
Philadelphia. 


Capital Program 
Planning Commission, 


San Diego, Calif.: Capital Improve- 
ments, 1960-1966. City Planning Depart- 
ment. Civic Center. San Diego. 1961. 


Stockton, Calif.: Capital Imprevement 
Program. 1961. City Planning Department, 
City Hall, Stockton. 


Warren, Mich.: A Recommended Cap- 
ital Improvement Program 1961-1967. City 
of Warren Planning Commission, 29500 
Van Dyke Ave., Warren. 1961. 39 pp. 
$2.50. 


Wichita, Kans.: Capital Improvement 
Program, 1961-66. Office of the City Mana- 
ger, City Bldg., 204 Main St., Wichita 2. 
1960. 140 pp. $2. 


Churches 


The Church in a Changing Neighbor- 
hood: A Survey for the Cleveland Presby- 
tery. Planning for Protestantism in Inter- 
urbia. 1960. Planning for Protestantism 
in Eastern Lorain County. 1961. $2 each. 
Planning for Protestantism on Cleve- 
land’s Near West Side. Urban Renewal 
and the Church: Cleveland-Akron. Re- 
gional Church Planning Office, 2230 Euclid 
Ave., Cleveland 15, Ohio. 


Church Location Study. Planning De- 
partment, Box 1293, Albuquerque, N. M. 
1960. 35 pp. 


Lutheran Central Area Study of Chi- 
cago, Part IV. Division of American Mis- 
sions of the National Lutheran Council, 
327 S. LaSalle St., Chicago 4. 1960. $2. 


Civie Centers 


Civic Center Plan (and Downtown De- 
velopment Plan). Elements of the 1961 
General Plan of Campbell, Calif. Nestor 
Barrett, A.I.P., 275 N. Ist St., San Jose. 


Proposal for a Civic Center. City Plan- 
ning Commission, 29500 Van Dyke Ave., 
Warren, Mich. 1961. 


Commercial Areas 


Buckhead. Atlanta-Fulton County Joint 
Planning Board, 700 City Hall, Atlanta 
3, Ga. 1960. $5. 


Central Binghamton (N.Y.) 1970. 
Blair Associates, 7 Dyer St., Providence, 


RI. 1961. 


Central Business District. Downtown 
Modernization Steering Committee, Eau 


Claire, Wise. 1961. 


Central Business District: Attleboro, 
Mass. Blair Associates, 7 Dyer St., Prov- 
idence 3, R.I. 1960. 


Commercial Sites. City Controller, City 
Hall, Ft. Wayne, Ind. 1961. $3.50. 

A complete inventory of commercial 
sites available in the city. 


Downtown Binghamton (N.Y.), An 
Economic Study. Available from Hammer 
and Company Associates, 1518 K St., NW., 
Washington 5, D. C. 1961. 


Downtown Development Plan (and 
Civic Center Plan). Elements of the 1961 
General Plan of Campbell. Calif. Nestor 
Barrett, A.I.P., 275 N. Ist St., San Jose. 
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Downtown Development Plan: Dur- 
ham, N. C. Prepared by Julian Tarrant 
for the City Planning Department, City 
Hall. Durham. 1960. 60 pp. $2.50. 


Downtown Pawtucket and the Freeway. 
Prepared for State of Rhode Island, De- 
partment of Public Works, in cooperation 
with the United States Department of 
Commerce, Bureau of Public Roads. Blair 
Associates. 7 Dyer St... Providence 3. 
1960. 


Downtown Progress: A Report and 
Sketch Plan for the Revitalization of 
Downtown Washington, D. C. National 
Capital Downtown Committee, Inc.. 711 
4th N.W., Washington 5. 1961. 32 pp. $3. 


Lancaster, Pa.: Downtown . . . 1980. 
Clifton E. Rodgers & Associates. Avail- 
able from City Planning Commission, Pub- 
lic Safety Bldg.. Lancaster. 1959. 32 pp. 
$5. 


Oak Park Business District. City Plan- 
ning Commission. City Hall. Sacramento, 
Calif. 


Plan for Action, Central Business Dis- 
trict. Prepared by Downtown Develop- 
ment Committee. Available from Director 
of Planning. High Point. N.C. 1961. 


Preliminary Central Business District 
Pian: 1980. Prepared for the Salisbury, 
Spencer, Rowan County Area Planning 
Board, Salisbury, N. C.. by Division of 
Community Planning, North Carolina De- 
partment of Conservation and Development, 
Raleigh. 


Progress Report—Downtown Milwau- 
kee. City Plan Commission, 155 E. Kil- 
bourn Ave.. Milwaukee 2. Wisc. 1960. 


Retail Commercial Areas. Director of 
Planning. City Planning Commission. City 
Hall. San Jose. Calif. 1960. 


San Anselmo Town Center Plan. Pre- 
pared by Wilsey. Ham & Blair. Planning 
Commission. San Anselmo. Calif. 1961. 


Comprehensive Plans 


Alpine, N.J.: Master Plan. 1960. Riv- 
erdale, N. J.: Master Plan. 1960. Mor- 
row Planning Associates. 31 E. Ridgewood 
Ave.. Ridgewood. N.J. 


Blackwell, Okla.: General Plan Study. 
1960. Clinton, Okla.: General Plan Study. 
1960. Tahlequah, Okla.: General Plan 
Study. 1960. Oklahoma Center of Urban 
and Regional Studies. University of Okla- 
homa. Norman. 


Blair County, Pa.: Comprehensive Plan: 
Count Down for Tomorrow (summary). 
Blair Regional Planning Commission, City 
Hall, Altoona, Pa. 1960. 


Brewer, Me.: Comprehensive Plan, Part 
1. James W. Sewall Co.. Old Town. Me. 
1959. 


Cheboygan, Mich.: The Long Range 
Plan. 1960. 44 pp. St. Louis, Mich.: 
Master Plan. 1960. 47 pp. South Miami, 
Fla.: Master Plan. 1960. 72 pp. Scott Bagby 
& Associates, 331 N. Ottawa, Grand Rapids 
2, Mich. $5 each. 
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Chester Township, N. J.: Comprehen- 
sive Development Plan. 1960. 32 pp. $1. 
Eatontown Borough, N.J.: Master Plan. 
1960. Elmira-Chemung County Metro- 
politan Area, N.Y.: Master Plan Studies, 
Phase One—Research. 1959. 31 pp. $1. 
Gloucester County, N.J.: Future Develop- 
ment Plan. 1960. 19 pp. $1. North 
Plainfield Borough, N.J.: Master Plan. 
1960. Pequannock Township, N.J.: Mas- 
ter Plan. 1960. Raritan Township, N.J.: 
Master Plan Studies. Phase 1—Existing 
Condition Analysis. 1960. $1. Phase 2 
—Facilities and Services. 1960. $1. War- 
ren County, N.J.: Master Plan. 1961. 
Watervliet, N.Y.: General Plan—Basic 
Studies. $1. Herbert H. Smith Associates, 
1241 Parkway Ave.. West Trenton. N.J. 


Columbia, S.C.: In Step With Tomor- 
row. City Planning Commission. 732 
Pickens St., Columbia. 1961. 


Corning, Calif.: Master Plan Report. 
City Council, Corning. 1960. 


Elmira, N. Y.: Future Development 
Patterns. Community Planning Associates, 
Inc.. 1241 Parkway Ave.. West Trenton. 
N. J. 1960. 67 pp. $5. 


Englewood, N.J.: Master Plan. 1959. 
159 pp. Moonachie, N.J.: Master Plan. 
1960. 87 pp. Nyack, N.Y.: Master Plan. 
1960. 192 pp. Park Ridge, N.J.: Mas- 
ter Plan. 1959. 53 pp. Raymond & May 
Associates, 42 Memorial Plaza. Pleasant- 
ville. N.Y. $3.50 each. 


Great Falls, Mont.: Master Land Use 
Plan. City County Planning Board. Great 


Falls. 


Greater Canonsburg Region, Pa.: Com- 
prehensive Development Plan. Clifton E. 
Rodgers & Associates. 1015 7th Ave., 
Beaver Falls. Pa. 1960. 223 pp. $7.50. 


Hawaii: General Plan of the State of 
Hawaii. Department of Planning and Re- 
search, 195 S. King St., Honolulu 13. 1960. 


Jacksonville, N. C.: Development Plan 
Report No. 2. North Carolina Department 
of Conservation and Development, Educa- 
tion Bldg., Raleigh. 1960. $1. 


Johnson - Wyandotte Region, Kan.: 
Planning Data, Phase |. 1960. 328 pp. 
$10. Road & Traffic Study. 1960. 152 
pp. $5. Zoning & Subdivision Study. 
1960. 245 pp. $5. Planning Consultants. 
Community Studies, Inc., 724 Railway Ex- 
change Bldg., Kansas City 6, Mo. 


Lebanon County, Pa.: A Comprehensive 
Plan for the Metropolitan Area. Clifton 
E. Rodgers & Associates. Available from 
Regional Planning Commission, 36] N. 8th 
St.. Lebanon. 1958. 


Lititz, Pa.: Comprehensive Plan. Plan- 
ning Commission. 7 S. Broad St.. Lititz. 
1960. 


Little River, Kan.: Study Area Report. 
Wichita-Sedgwick County Metropolitan 
Area Planring Dept, 104 S. Main St.. 
Wichita. 1960. 





Publications listed in the Plan- 
ners Library are available only 
from the publishers; Aspro does 
not have copies for distribution. 











Lower Gwynedd Township, Pa.: Com. 
prehensive Plan. Prepared by Montgom. 
ery County Planning Commission. Mr, 
George Adams, Secretary, Lower Gwynedd 
Township, Gwynedd Valley. 1961. 164 
pp. $1.00, including mailing if sent with 
order. 


Luzerne County, Pa.: General Appear. 
ance Report; Housing Report: Land Use 
Report; Recreation Report; School Report; 
Thoroughfare Report; Transportation Re. 
port. Luzerne County Planning Commis 
sion. Veterans Administration Bldg., 19 N, 
Main St., Wilkes-Barre, Pa. 1960. 


Mequon, Wisc.: General Plan for Com. 
munity Development. Nelson & Associates, 
1733 N. Farwell Ave.. Milwaukee. 1960, 
149 pp. $6. 


Middleton, Wisc.: Reconnaissance, 
Green Engineering Co., 1910 Mayflower 
Dr.. Middleton. 1961. 


Monroe-Ouachita, La.: Plan for the 
Future Development. Regional Planning 
Commission, Monroe. 1960. 


Montgomery County, Md.: Master Plan 
of the Upper Rock Creek Watershed, 
Maryland-National Capital Park and Plan. 
ning Commission, 8787 Georgia Ave., Silver 
Springs. 1961. 


Nether Providence Township, Pa.: 
Planning Study. 1960. Norwood, Pa.: 
Norwood Borough Planning Study. 1961. 
Delaware County Planning Commission, 
Court House, Media, Pa. 


Niagara, Ont. (Canada): The Town- 
ship of Niagara Area Plan. Prepared by 
E. G. Faludi and Associates, Town Plan- 
ning Consultants, Ltd., 614 Church St, 
Foronto, Ont. 1959 


Ohio County, Ind.: Master Plan for 
Ohio County and Rising Sun. 1961. $. 
Rochester, Minn.: Master Plan, Vol. | 
and I]. 1960. Ladislas Segoe & Asso- 
ciates, 811 Gwynne Bldg., Main St. at 6th, 
Cincinnati 2, Ohio. 


Oslo, Norway: Planning and Develop- 
ment. Town Planning Department, Oslo. 
1960. 


Pakistan: The Second Five Year Plan, 
1960-1965. Government of Pakistan Plan- 
ning Commission, Karachi. 


Paramount, Calif.: Report on Proposed 
Comprehensive General Plan. Gordon and 
Brysis N. Whitehall, 43344 Leimert Blvd. 
Los Angeles 8. 1960. 


Pinole, Calif.: Master Plan Report. 
James M. Campbell, Planning Consultant, 
801 El Camino Real, Menlo Park, Calif. 
1960. 


Quincy, Ill.: Prepared by Harland Bar- 
tholomew and Associates, St. Louis, Mo. 
Available from Quincy Plan Commission, 
Quincy. 1960. 53 pp. $2. 


Ramsey, N.J.: Revised Master Plan, 
1961. 68 pp. Sparta, N.J.: Master Plan 
Study. 1960. 69 pp. Washington Borough, 
N.J.: A Plan. 1960. 62 pp. Washington 
Township, N.J.: Plan. 1960. 51 pp. Scott 
Bagby and Robert Catlin, 47 Broadway, 
Denville, N.J. $2 each. 
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Redding, Conn.: Master Plan. 1960 
Silver Sands State Park, Conn.: Plan. 
1960. Southeast, N.Y.: Planning Survey 
and Research. 1960. Westport, Conn.: 
Master Plan. 1959. Goodkind & O’Dea, 
1214 Dixwell Ave., Hamden, Conn. 


Reedsville, Wisc.: General Plan. Land 
Use Study. 1960. Circulation Study. 1960. 
Manitowoc County Planning and Park 
Commission, Waldo Blvd., Manitowoc. 


Sacramento, Calif.: A General Plan. 
City Planning Commission, City Hall, Sac- 
ramento. 1959. 


Santa Clara County, Calif.: General 
Plan. 1960. Facts and Forecasts. 1960. 
County Planning Department. 20 W. Rosa 
St. San Jose. 


Santa Cruz County, Calif.:Report on a 
General Plan for 1985. Prepared by Wil- 
sey, Ham & Blair. Available from County 
Planning Commission, 127 Walnut Ave., 
Santa Cruz. 1960. $3. 


Saratoga, Calif.: Report on the Sara- 
toga General Plan and Saratoga Village 
Development Plan. Prepared by Living- 
ston and Blayney, San Francisco. Avail- 
able from City of Saratoga, P. O. Box 337, 
Saratoga, Calif. 1960. 44 pp. $2 for com- 
plete report, 25 cents for map and sum- 
mary only. 


Shiraz, Fars Ostan, Iran: Public Ad- 
ministration Division. United States Op- 
eration Mission/lran, APO-205, New York 
City. 


South Bend, Ind.: A Long Range Plan 
for the Future Use of Land. 1960. The 
Comprehensive Plan— A Condensation. 
19%1. City Planning Commission, City 
Hall, South Bend. 


Tulsa, Okla.: Comprehensive Plan. 
Metropolitan Area Planning Commission, 
406 S. Denver, Tulsa 3. 1960. $5. Checks 
Payable to Technical Report Fund. 


Union City, Calif.: Preliminary General 
Plan. Prepared by Herman D. Ruth, City 
and Regional Planning Consultant. Avail- 
able from City Administrator, Union City. 
1960. 


Upper Amador Valley Area: Prelim- 
inary Community Plan. Alameda County 
Planning Commission, 1304 Winton Ave., 


Hayward, Calif. 1960. 


Wayne, N. J.: Master Plan. Prepared 
for the Wayne Township Planning Board 
by Isadore Candeub and Associates, 32 
Green St., Newark, N. J. 1960. 17” x11”. 


Yokkaichi, Japan: Master Plan. Build- 
ing Research Institute, Ministry of Con- 
struction, Japanese Government, 4-Chrome, 


Hyakunin-Cho, Shinjuku, Tokyo. 1960. 


Conference Proceedings 


California’s Urban Areas and the State 
Highway System: Papers from the Gov- 
ernor’s Conference. State Department of 
Public Works, Sacramento. 1960. 


Illinois Statewide Planning Conference 
1960—Proceedings. Bureau of Com- 
munity Planning, University of Illinois, 












Urbana. .97 pp. $1. 





August 1961 











The Living Town. Report on Symposi- 
um by the Royal Institute of British Archi- 
tects, 66 Portland Pl., London, W.1, Eng- 
land. 1959. 


Economic Studies 


Economic Base: A Planning Dimen- 
sion. Stark County Regional Planning 
Commission, 624 County Office Bldg., Can- 
ton 2, Ohio. 1960. 225 pp. $3.50. 


Economic Base Reports: Shopping 
Habits, No. 3; Population and Labor 
Force, No. 4; Trades and Services, No. 
5; Major Industries, No. 6; The Econ- 
omy: A Summary, No. 7. Tri-County 
(Medina-Summit-Portage) Regional Plan- 
ning Commission, 578 W. Market St., 
Akron 3, Ohio. 1961. 

Of unusual interest are the interlocking 
(and overlapping) areas served by re- 
gional shopping centers, shown in Report 
No. 3. 


Economic and Ecologic Base: Muskego, 
Wisc. Nelson & Associates, 1733 N. Far- 
well Ave., Milwaukee 2, Wisc. 1961. 95 
pp. $3. 


Industrial Materials in Canadian-Amer- 
ican Relations. Bernard Goodman. Wayne 
State University Press, Detroit 2, Mich. 
1961. 235 pp., elothbound. $7. 


Los Angeles Centropolis: 1980. Econom- 
ic survey jointly prepared by City Planning 
Department, and Central City Committee, 
417 S. Hill St., Room 743, Los Angeles 13. 
1960. 44 pp. $5. 


Socio-Economic Profile: Aurora, Ohio. 
Tri- County Regional Planning Commission, 
578 W. Market St., Akron 3. 1960. 


Education 


Education for Planning in Latin Amer- 
ica. Summary Report. Inter-American 
Planning Society, P.O. Box 1729, San 
Juan, Puerto Rico. 1961. 


Finance and Taxation 


Land Use and Municipal Finance. 
Department of Town Planning, Town Plan 
& Zoning Commission, Town Hall, West 
Hartford, Conn. 1960. 


A Suggested Program for Financing 
Area Development in Michigan. The W. 
E. Upjohn Institute for Employment Re- 
search, 709 S. Westnedge Ave., Kalamazoo, 
Mich. 1960. 


Flood Control 


A Legal View of the Flood Plain. 
Prepared by Edward W. Beuchert, LL.B. 
candidate, Harvard Law School. Repro- 
duced by Local Flood Relations Branch, 
Tennessee Valley Authority, Knoxville, 
Tenn. 1961. 


Papers on Flood Problems. Research 
Paper No. 70. University of Chicago De- 
partment of Geography, Chicago. 1961. 
228 pp., bibliography. 





The Problem: Floods in Ohio. Ohio Wa- 
ter Commission, 1562 W. Ist Ave., Colum- 
bus 12. 1960. 


Housing 


Apartment Potential in West Hartford. 
Department of Town Planning, Town Plan 
& Zoning Commission, Town Hall, West 
Hartford, Conn. 1961. 


Diamond Road Housing Project, Diego 
Martin Valley. Ministry of Housing and 
Local Government, Port-of-Spain, Trinidad, 
WI. 1961. 


Housing Codes: The Key to Housing 
Conservation. Three volumes: Background 
of Code Enforcement, Model Housing Code, 
and Administrative Guide. 1960. Available 
from Bureau of Urban Renewal and Com- 
munity Services, N.Y. State Division of 
Housing, 270 Broadway, New York, N. Y. 


Housing for the Elderly: An Evaluation 
of Existing and Proposed Programs. 
Reprint No. 20. 1961. Housing for the 
Elderly in California. Research Report 
No. 15. 1961. $1.50. Real Estate Re- 
search Program, Institute of Business and 
Economic Research, University of Califor- 
nia, Berkeley 4, Calif. Make checks pay- 
able to The Regents of the University of 
California. 


Housing in the Northern Countries. 
Published by Ministry of Housing, Copen- 
hagen; State Housing Board, Helsinki; 
Housing Directorate, Oslo; National Hous- 
ing Board, Stockholm. Available from 
Einar Munksgaard Ltd., Norregade 6, 
Copenhagen, Denmark. 1960. 148 pp. 95 
cents, plus postage. 


The Market for New Housing in the 
Metropolitan Toronto Area, 1960. Met- 
ropolitan Toronto Planning Board, 790 
Bay St., Toronto 2, Ont. $1.00. 


Prospects for Rehabilitation: A Dem- 
onstration Study of Housing in Morn- 
ingside Heights, New York City. Tempo- 
rary State Housing Rent Commission, 280 
Broadway, New York 7. 1960 


Research Study in the Cost of Housing. 
Division of Housing, Executive Depart- 
ment, State of New York, 270 Broadway, 
New York 7. 1961. 


Urban Living Qualities from the Van- 
tage Point of the Elderly. Institute for 
Research in Social Science, University of 
North Carolina, Chapel Hill. 1960. 55 pp. 
$1. 

Unlike much literature on this subject, 
the report goes into the implications for 
planning in the urban area. 


Industry 


Anatomy of Industry: Minneapolis, 
1960. Minneapolis Planning Commission, 
501 City Hall, Minneapolis 15. 


Industry and Housing in the City of 
Toronto. Prepared by Kerr and Spelt, 
Geography Department, University of To- 
ronto. Planning Board, 129 Adelaide St. 
West, Toronto 1, Ont. 1961. 








Industrial Movements and Expansion, 
1947-1957, City of Chicago and Chicago 
Metropolitan Area. Economic Base Study 
Series, No. 3. 1961. Locational Patterns 
of Major Manufacturing Industries: 
Chicago. 1960. Research Division, De- 
partment of City Planning, City Hall, Chi- 
cago 2. 

Industrial Sites: A Community Prob- 
lem. The Bureau of Public Administra- 
tion, University of Tennessee, Knoxville. 
1961. 


Maps and Mapping 


Photo Interpretation and Photogram- 
metry in the Rehabilitation of the Disas- 
ter Area. (OAS Technical Assistance Mis- 
sion to Chile.) Pan American Union, 
Washington 6, D. C. 1960. 


Metropolitan and Regional 


Data Book. County Planning Board, 
New Hemstead Rd., New City, N.Y. 1960. 


Melton Hill Reservoir, Tennessee State 
Planning Commission Cordell Hull Bldg., 
Nashville 3. 1960. $1. 


Metropolitan Area Problems: Report of 
the Pacific Coast Conference on Metropolli- 
tan Problems. University of California, 
Bureau of Public Administration and Uni- 
versity Extension. Available from Govern- 
ment Affairs Foundation, 22 W. 55th St., 
New York 19. 1960. 249 pp. $2.50 


The Next Twenty Years: A General 
Plan for the Development of the Char- 
lotte Metropolitan Area. Charlotte-Meck- 
lenburg Planning Commission, 600 
Trade St., Charlotte, N. C. 


Open Spaces: Technical Report No. 5. 
Housing Market Analysis: Technical Re- 
port No. 6. Land Use and Transporta- 
tion, Baltimore-Washington Interregional 
Study: Technical Report No. 7.  Balti- 
more Regional Planning Council, Mary- 
land State Planning Department, 1101 
State Office Bldg., Baltimore 1. 1960. 


Proceedings of the Third Annual Met- 
ropolitan Area Planning Conference. 
Northeastern Illinois Metropolitan Area 
Planning Commission, 72 W. Adams St., 
Chicago 3. 1960. 


Regional Fact Book. Regional Planning 
Commission, 314 E. 7th St., Pueblo, Colo. 
1961. 


San Jose (California) Metropolitan 
Core Plan. Candeub & Fleissig and Liv- 
ingston & Blayney, Associated Planning 
Consultants, available from Livingston & 
Blayney, 641 Mission St., San Francisco 5. 


Some Aspects of Regional Planning. 
Ontario Division, Community Planning 
Association of Canada, 32 Isabella St., 
Toronto 5. 1961. 


Southeastern Massachusetts: Urban Re- 
sources. Advance Planning Associates, 127 
Mount Auburn St., Cambridge 38, Mass. 
1960. 
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Towards a Plan for the Tugela Basin. 
Natal Town and Regional Planning Re- 
ports, Volume 5. Town and Regional Plan- 
ning Commission, P. O. Box 347, Pieter- 
maritzburg, Natal. 1960. 338 pp. $4.20. 


Neighborhoods 


Atlanta, Ga.: Collier Heights: A Neigh- 
borhood Plan. City Planning Department, 
City Hall, Atlanta 3. 


The Balanced Neighborhood: Study 
and Recommendations. Citizens’ Housing 
and Planning Council of New York, Inc., 
20 W. 40th St., New York 18. 1960. 50 
cents to nonmembers of Cupc, 

Recommended. 


The Community Planning Boards of 
New York. Public Administration Center, 
New York University, 4 Washington Sq. 
N., New York 3. 1961. 


Neighborhood and Community Goals 
for Minneapolis Living Areas. Planning 
Commission, Room 501, City Hall, Minne- 
apolis, Minn. 1960. 


Planning and Your Community. State 
Planning Section, Rhode Island Develop- 
ment Council, State House, Providence. 
1961. 


Rosedale (Toronto), Ont., Canada: 
Planning District Appraisal; Supplemen- 
tary Report: Plan for Rosedale. Toronto 
Planning Board, 129 Adelaide St. W., Tor- 
onto 1, Ont., Canada. 1960. 


Toronto, Ont., Canada: Plan for Deer 
Park. City Planning Board, 129 Adelaide 
St. W., Toronto 1. 1961. 


New Towns 


Brewer Island Today—Foster City To- 
morrow. Wilsey, Ham & Blair, Millbrae, 
Calif. 1960. 


Campbelltown—A New City in the 
County of Cumberland. Cumberland 
County Council, 274/276 Kent St., Sidney, 
Australia. 1960. 


Proposal for a National Program of 
Urban Development Submitted to the 
Government of Canada. National Office 
of the Canadian Federation of Mayors 
and Municipalities, Sheraton-Mount Royal 
Hotel, Montreal, Que. 1960. 25 cents. 


Open Space 


Retaining Open Spaces in Maryland. 
Studies in Business and Economics, Vol. 
15, No. 1. June 1961. Bureau of Business 
and Economic Research, University of 
Maryland, College Park. 


The Tennessee River Gorge: Its Scenic 
Preservation. State Planning Commission, 
Cordell Hull Bldg., Nashville 3. 1961. $1. 


Urban Open Space: Synopsis, San Di- 
ego Planning Department, Civic Center, 
San Diego 1, Calif. 1960. 

Excerpts from articles, with commentary. 


Parks and Recreation 


Community Leisure-Time Activities fo, 
Older People in the State of California, 
Prepared by Citizens Advisory Committe 
on Aging. Available from State Divisio 
of Recreation, 722 Capitol Ave., Sacra. 
mento 14, Calif. 1960. 


Inventory of Park and Outdoor Recrea. 
tion Facilities. Waukesha County Par 
and Planning Commission, Court House 
Waukesha, Wise. 1959. 


Lake Pleasant Regional Park, Ariz; 
Master Pian. Sam L. Huddleston, Land. 
scape Architect & Planning Consultant, 
2395 S. Josephine, Denver 10. 1960, 3 
pp. $3.35. 


Metropolitan Parks: An Initial Investi. 
gation. Twin Cities Metropolitan Plan. 
ning Commission, Griggs-Midway Bldg, 
University at Fairview, St. Paul 4, Minn, 
1961. 


Park Plan for West Hartford. Depart. 
ment of Town Planning, Town Plan & 
Zoning Commission, Town Hall, West 
Hartford, Conn. 1960. 


Plan for Public Educational, Recrea. 
tional & Cultural Facilities: St. Paul, 
Community Plan Report 9. City Planning 
Board, 1315 City Hall and Court House, 
St. Paul 2, Minn. 1960. 


Public Outdoor Recreation Plan: Cal. 
ifornia. Part II. State Department of Nat- 
ural Resources, Sacramento. Available from 
Documents Section, Printing Division, Sae- 
ramento. 1960. 204 pp. $2. 


Racine, Wisc.: Proposed South Shore 
Lake Front Development. Ralph _ UH. 
Burke, Inc. 20 N. Wacker Dr., Chicago 6, 
1960. 


Recreation for the City of Durham and 
Durham County: A Long Range Plan. 
City Planning Department, City Hall, Dur. 
ham, N. C. 1961. 106 pp. $2.50. 


Recreation Study and Facility Plan. 
Rockland County Planning Board, New 
Hempstead Rd., New York City, N.Y. 1960. 
103 pp. $2. 


Resource Development and Outdoor 
Recreation: Wisconsin Ten-Year Pro- 
gram. Department of Resource Develop 
ment, Madison. 1961. 


Schools, Parks and Recreation, A Pre- 
liminary Plan. Planning Commission, 
29500 Van Dyke Ave.. Warren, Mich. 1961. 


Population 


Background for Planning: Planning 
for People in North Los Angeles County. 
Los Angeles County Regional Planning 
Commission, 108 W. Second St., Los An- 
geles 12. 1960. 


Baltimore County Population. Office of 
Planning and Zoning, Baltimore County, 
Towson 4, Md. 1960. 


Dutchess County, N.Y.: Population 
Study. Goodkind & O'Dea. 1214 Dixwell 
Ave., Hamden, Conn. 1960. 
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Employment Distribution in New York 
City and its Central Business District. 
City Planning Commission, Department of 
City Planning, 2 Lafayette St., New York 
7. 1961. 

Metropolitan Population Study, Part 
Il: Numbers & Distribution. Twin 
Cities Metropolitan Planning Commission, 
Griggs-Midway Bldg., University at Fair- 
view, St. Paul 4, Minn. 1961. 


The Nation and Its Older People: Re- 
port of the White House Conference on 
Aging. U.S. Department of Health, Edu- 
cation, and Welfare. Superintendent of 
Documents, U.S. Government Printing 
Office, Washington 25, D.C. 1961. 333 pp. 
$1.25. 


1960 Population Data for Spokane 
County. County Planning Commission, 
County Court House, Spokane 1, Wash. 
1961. 


Population and Labor Force. 1961. 
Tri-County Regional Planning Commis- 
sion, 578 W. Market St.. Akron 3. 


The Population and Labour Resources 
of Natal. Town and Regional Planning 
Commission, Natal Provincial Headquar- 
ters. Pietermaritz St., Pietermaritzburg, 
Natal, S.A. 1959. 


Population Sixty: A Report on Popula- 
tion Based on the 1960 Federal Decennial 
Census. County Planning Commission, 
Nassau County Office Bldg., Old Country 
Rd. & County Seat Dr., Mineola, N.Y. 1961. 


Population Trends in Berks County. 
Information Bulletin No. 6. County Plan- 
ning Commission, Court House, Reading, 
Pa. 1961. 


A Statement of the Standards of Popu- 
lation Density and Building Coverage: 
Sacramento, Calif. City Planning Com- 
mission, City Hall, Sacramento. 1956. 


Public Buildings 


Auditorium, Coliseum, Cultural Cen- 
ter: Technical Addendum to the Audi- 
torium Study. Department of City Plan- 
ning, 804 Campbell Ave., S.W., Roanoke, 
Va. 1960. 


The California State Capitol Plan: 
Livingston & Blayney. Available from Docu- 
ments Section, State Printing Office, Sac- 
ramento 14. 1960. $2.08. 


Fire Station Location Plan. _Depart- 
ment of Town Planning, Town Plan & 
Zoning Commission, Town Hall, West 
Hartford, Conn. 1961. 


Fire Station Plan. Planning Depart- 
ment, Phoenix, Ariz. 1961. 


Library Plan. Planning Department, 225 
W. Washington St., Phoenix 3, Arizona. 
1%1. 33 pp . $1.50. 


Orange County, Calif.: Building Pro- 
gram Study 1960-1980. Prepared by Welton 
Becket and Associates, Los Angeles. Avail- 
able from E. O. Oxley, Director of Finance, 
Orange County Courthouse, Santa Ana. 


1960. 122 pp. $2. 


August 1961 





The Planners Library ap- 
pears quarterly, in the Febru- 
ary, May, August and Novem- 
ber issues of the Aspo News- 
letter. It lists bocks and pam- 
phlets in planning and related 
fields, with short reviews of 
some of the more prominent 
works, 











A Plan of Branch Libraries for Nash- 
ville and Davidson County, Tenn. Coun- 
ty Planning Commissions, Advance Plan- 
ning Divisions, 305 City Office Bldg., 
Nashville 10. 1961. 


Public Libraries, Existing and Proposed. 
Cxty Plan Board, 630 Municipal Bldg., 
Dayton 2, Ohio. 1961. 


Public and Semi-Public Buildings Re- 
port. Luzerne County Planning Commis- 
sion, Veterans Administration Bldg., 19 N. 
Main St., Wilkes-Barre, Pa. 1960. 39 pp. 
$1. 


Report on Stadium Site. City Planning 
Board, 129 Adelaide St. W., Toronto 1, 
Canada. 1960. 


Your Key to a Better Community. 
State Economic Development Agency, 462 
Capitol Bldg., Charleston 5, W. Va. 1960. 


Public Information 


Develop the Meadows. Meadowlands 
Regional Development Agency, 205 W. 
State St., Trenton 25, N.J. 1960. 


Guidelines for Business Leaders and 
City Officials to a New Central Business 
District. Institute of Government, Univer- 
sity of North Carolina, Chapel Hill. 1961. 
150 pp. $3. 


Information Bulletin on National Cap- 
ital Planning. National Capital Planning 
Commission, 7013 Interior Bldg., Wash- 
ington 25, D. C. 


Metropolitan Toronto, 1961. Prepared 
by the Metropolitan Toronto Planning 
Board for the Metropolitan Council, Tor- 
onto, Ont. 1961. 


New Directions for Dover. Prepared 
for City Planning Commission, Dover, Del., 
by Raymond & May Associates, Pleasant- 
ville, N. Y. $1.00. 


Sketch Plan, Rockford and Winnebago 
County, Ill. City-Council Planning Com- 
mission, Rockford, 1961. 


Public Utilities 


Urban Service Needs. Bureau of Mu- 
nicipal Research and Service, University 
of Oregon in cooperation with the Central 
Lane County Planning Commission, Eu- 
gene, Ore. 1959. 


Utilities Report. Luzerne County Plan- 
ning Commission, Veterans Administration 
Bldg., 19 N. Main St., Wilkes-Barre, Pa. 
1960. 61 pp. $1. 


Rural Planning 


Rural Planning: A Concept Study for 
Planning in Rural New Jersey. Prepared 
for Rural Advisory Council, New Jersey 
Department of Agriculture. Rutgers Uni- 
versity Planning Service, Engineering An- 
nex, New Brunswick, N.J. 1961 


San Diego County Regional Plan: 
Agriculture. Planning Department, Civic 
Center, San Diego 1. 1961. 


Subdivisions 


Residential Subdivision Activity, 1950- 
— Planning Board, City of Stamford, 
‘onn. 


Transportation 


Anatomy of the Boulevard. St. Louis 
Planning Department, 5925 W. 37th St., 
St. Louis Park 16, Minn. 1961. 

An attempt to treat the problems of a 
strip commercial development through off- 
street parking and traffic engineering 
measures. 


Commuter Transportation: A Study of 
Passenger Transportation in the New 
Jersey-New York-Connecticut Metropoli- 
tan Region with Particular Reference to 
Railroad Commutation. Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce, U.S. 
Senate. Available from U. S. Government 
Printing Office, Washington, D. C. 1961. 


Conservation of Residential Amenities. 
Oscar Sutermeister, Consulting City Plan- 
ner, 5923 Johnson Ave., Bethesda 14, Md. 
1961. 


Economic Planning for General Avia- 
tion Airports. Airports Division, Bureau 
of Facilities and Materiel, Federal Avia- 
tion Agency, Washington. 1960. 


' Limited Access Highways. Interchange 
Development, Division of Planning & Pro- 
gramming, Ohio Department of Highways, 
Columbus 15. 

Introduces a new design concept to facil- 
itate proper and orderly land development 
at the interchange—the wishbone plan. 


Metropolitan Planning for Land Use 
and Transportation. Prepared by Robert 
B. Mitchell for the Office of Public Works 
Planning, The White House. Superintend- 
ent of Documents, U.S. Government Print- 
ing Office, Washington 25, D.C. 1959. 47 
pp. $.25. 

A first-rate analysis. Recommended. 


Parking, Streets and Traffic Plan, Cen- 
tral Business District, Salisbury, Mary- 
land. Oscar Sutermeister, A.LP., 5923 
Johnson Ave., Bethesda 14, Md. 1960. 

An attempt to create, in a small business 
district, the parking-floor area balance 
found in planned shopping centers. 


Report on Study: Procedures: Data Col- 
lection Phase. Penn Jersey Transportation 
Study, Report No. 1. Mr. Paul E. Raffen- 
sperger, Pennsylvania Department of High- 
ways, North Office Building, Harrisburg, 
Pa. 1961. 30 pp. $2.08. 

Full details of the many surveys de- 
scribed briefly herein will be published 
separately in a Manual Series. The pur- 


83 








I 
£ 
2, 


pose of this volume is to provide a sum- 
mary indicating the general magnitude of 
PJ’s data collection activities and the scope 
of the data that will become available 
during 1961. 


Trafficways in San Francisco—A Re- 
appraisal. City & County of San Fran- 
cisco, Department of City Planning; De- 
partment of Public Works. Available from 
Department of City Planning, 100 Larkin 
St., San Francisco 2. 1960. 


Tulsa Metropolitan Area Expressway 
System Plans. Metropolitan Area Plan- 
ning Commission, 406 S. Denver, Tulsa 3, 
Okla. 1961. 250 pp., 11” x 17”. $10.00. pay- 
able in advance. Checks payab'e to Tech- 
nical Renort Fund. Deadlire for orders: 
August 31. 


Urban Renewal 


Chicago Urban Renewal Progress Re- 
port, First Quarter 1961. Department of 
City Planning, City Hall, Chicago, Il. 


College Hill 1961: Progress After Plan- 
ning. City Plan Commission, City Hall. 
Providence 3, R. I. 1961. 


Community Renewal Program, River- 
view Area, Yonkers, N. Y. Urban Plan- 
ning Associates, 551 5th Ave.. New York 
17. 1960. 


Connecticut Report on Urban Renewal 
Needs. State Development Commission, 
314 Washington St., Hartford 6. 1960. 


DARE: Downtown Area Renewal Ef- 
fort. Pratt Institute, Planning Department, 
Brooklyn 5, N. Y 


Demonstration Grant Program: Proj- 
ect Directory. Urban Renewal Adminis- 
tration, Housing and Home Finance Agen- 
cy. Washington 25, D. C. 1961. 


General Neighborhood Renewal Plan: 
Avondale-Corryville. City Planning Com- 
mission, City Hall, Cincinnati 2, Ohio. 
1960. 

Focuses on rehabilitation, going beyond 
the usual “paint-up, patch-up, fix-up” pro- 
cedure. 


Home Builders Guide to Urban Re- 
newal. National Association of Home 
Builders. 1625 L St. NW, Washington 6, 
D. C. 1961. 38 pp. $3. 


Preliminary General Information for 
Developers Interested in the War Hous- 
ing Land. Township of Royal Oak, 10340 
W. Eight Mile Rd., Ferndale 20, Mich. 
1961. 


Residential Property Conservation 
Standards. Technical Guide No. 6. 1961. 
$.15. Residential Property Surveys in 
Conservation Areas. Technical Guide No. 
7, 1961. $.20. Neighborhood Organiza- 
tion in Conservation Areas. Technical 
Guide No. 8. 1961. $.10. Urban Renewal 
Administration. Order from: Superintend- 
ent of Documents, U.S. Government Print- 
ing Office, Washington 25, D.C. 


Thruway Industrial Park. Board of 
Redevlopment, 313A City Hall, Buffalo. 
N.Y. Prepared by Nathaniel S. Keith and 
Carl Feiss. 1961. 
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Tuckahoe Midtown Renewal Project: 
Eligibility and Relocation Report. Brown 
and Anthony, 10 Columbus Circle, New 
York 19, 1960. 


West Huntsville: A Neighborhood Re- 
habilitation Study. Huntsville City Plan- 
ning Commission, City Hall, Huntsville, 
Ala. 1960. 


Water Resources 


The Edmonton District Water Supply. 
District Planning Commission, 10046 106th 
St., Edmonton, Alta., Can. 1960. 


Groundwater Geology and Hydrology 
of Washtenaw County and Upper Huron 
River Watershed. Washtenaw County 
Planning Commission, County Bldg., Ann 
Arbor, Mich. 1961. 247 pp., maps. 10. 


Proceedings of the National Confer- 
ence on Water Pollution, Dec. 12-14. 
Public Health Service Publication No. 819. 
Clear Water: A Challenge to the Nation. 
Summary Report: Publication No. 816. 
Public Health Service, U.S. Department 
of Health, Education and Welfare, Wash- 
ington 25, D. C. 1960. 


Report of the New York-Vermont In- 
terstate Commission on the Lake Cham- 
plain Basin. 1961. John S. Wyld, Secre- 
tary (of the Commission), New York State 
Department of Commerce, 112 State St., 


Albany. 


A Resource in Jeopardy: Inventory of 
Soil and Water Conservation Needs. 
Santa Clara County Planning Department, 
Civic Center, Ist and Rosa, San Jose 18, 
Calif. 1960. 


Sanitary District Study: Washington 
County, Md. County Planning & Zoning 
Commission, 21 Court Place, Hagerstown, 
Md. 1961. 


Water Inventory of the Maumee River 
Basin. Division of Water, Ohio Depart- 
ment of Natural Resources, 1662 W. First 
Ave., Columbus 12. 1960. 112 pp. $3.85. 


Welfare 


Neighborhood Centers Today: Action 
Program for a Rapidly Changing World. 
1960. 239 pp. $1.50. Neighborhood 
Goals in a Rapidly Changing World. 
1958. 115 pp. $1. National Federation. 
of Settlements and Neighborhood Centers, 
226 W. 47th St., New York 36. 


Zoning and Land Use 


Bay Area Real Estate Report. Bay 
Area Real Estate Research Committee, 
World Trade Center, Ferry Bldg., San 
Francisco 11, Calif. First Quarter, 1961. 


City of Yokkaichi: Study on Land Use 
Planning. 1961. Building Research In- 
stitute, Ministry of Construction, Japanese 
Government, 4-Chome, Hykunin-cho, Sin- 
jukuku, Tokyo. 


Fontana Land Use. Planning Commis 
sion, City Hall, Fontana, Calif. 1960. 


Guide for Growth. A summary bookle 
of the Land-Use Plan, an element of the 
St. Louis County Comprehensive Plan, and 
19 area studies making up the Land-Us 
Plan. Three area studies will be sent as 
samples. A Clarification of the Rural 
and Open Space Categories of the Land 
Use Plan. County Planning Commission, 
Court House, Clayton 5, Mo. 1961. 


A Guide to Zoning Boards of Adjust. 
ment. State Planning Bureau, 33 W. State 
St., Trenton, N.J. 1961, 22 pp. $2. 


Land Development Patterns in the 
Piedmont Industrial Crescent. Urban Stud- 
ies Program. Institute for Research in So. 
cial Science, of North Carolina, P.O. Box 
1167, Chapel Hill. 1960. 79 pp. $1. 


The Land & Its Use: Aurora, Ohio, 
1960. Tri-County Regional Planning Com. 
mission, Community Assistance Division, 
578 W. Market St., Akron 3. 


Land Use Handbook: A Guide to Un. 
dertaking Land Use Surveys. Northeast- 
ern Illinois Metropolitan Area Planning 
Commission, 72 W. Adams St., Chicago 3, 
1961. $2. 

Aimed at the nonprofessional, this book- 
let suggests a system of land use classifica. 
tion and explains how to go about it. 


Land Use Inventory. Mahoning County 
Planning Commission, County Office Bldg, 
21 W. Boardman St., Youngstown 3, Ohio. 
1960. 30 pp. $3. . 


Land Use Survey & Analysis: Wads- 
worth, Ohio. 1960. Tri-County Regional 
Planning Commission, 578 W. Market St., 
Akron, 3. 


Land Use in 33 Oregon Cities. Bureau 
of Municipal Research and Service, Uni- 
versity of Oregon, Eugene. 1961. 34 pp. 
$4. 


Madison’s Plan for Use of Land. City 
Plan Commission, City-County Bldg., Madi- 
son 9, Wise. 1959. 


Military Neighborhood of Riverside 
Community. City Planning Board, Buffa- 
lo, N.Y. 1961. 


A New Look at Commercial Zoning in 
Berkeley. City Planning Department, 
Berkeley, Calif. 1961. 


A Proposal for a Standardized Land- 
Use Classication System. Prepared by the 
Land-Use Classification Committee, North 
Carolina Section, Southeast Chanter, Amer 
ican Institue of Planners. Published by 
Division of Community Planning, Depart: 
ment of Conservation & Development, State 
of North Carolina, Raleigh. 1960. 

The classification technique has been de- 
signed for smaller cities and is now in use 
in a number of North Carolina communi- 
ties. A solid attempt to create order in 
systems of land classification. 


Proposed Zoning and Covenant Pro- 
visions for the Lehigh Valley Industrial 
Park. City Planning Commission, 623 
Eighth Ave., Bethlehem, Pa. 1960. 


Zoning Primer. Chandler-Davis Pub- 
lishing Co., Business Office, P.O. Box 36, 
West Trenton, NJ. 1960. 48 pp. $1.00 
each, quantity discounts. 
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